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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
BATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 
AGENDA  OF  HEARING  NO.  357 
September  23,  1992 
Room  28:2.  City  Hall  at  1:30  P.M. 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  MEMBERS 

William  M.  Abend,  President 
Kenneth  Bohegian 
Carl  H.  Ernst 
Harry  Jamerson 
Shirley  C.  Yawitz 


CITY  STAFF  PERSONNEL 


SEP  1  0  1992 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Peter  Burns  -  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 
Laurence  Kornfield  -  Building  Inspector,  CED 
Mary  Gallagher  -  City  Planning 
Gil  Chavez  -  City  Planning 


Item  No.        Page  No.        Case  No. 


Property  Address 


Inspector 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS: 


1. 


1  -  34 


6462 


604  Mission  Street 
John  T  and  Mary  K  Mason 
c/o  Jack  Mason 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


2. 


35  -  37 


6463 


1839  Mason  Street 

Ng  See  &  Chun  Pui  EtAl 

c/o  Pui  Chun  Ng 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


3. 


38  -  40 


6464 


75-97  Buckingham  Way  D.  Langer 

Stoneson  Development  Corp. 
c/o  Bert  Polacci 


CED 


4. 


41  -  43 


6465 


3615-17     22nd  Street 
Charles  W  Syme 
c/o  Gerald  Kennedy 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  CONTINUED  HEARING: 


5. 


44  -  47 


6439 


1386  -  lOth  Avenue 
George  Rehmet 
c/o  Stu  Etzler 


D.     Langer  -  CED 


6. 


48  -  52 


6440 


1444  Green  Street 
Arundel  Green  Partners 
c/o  James  Sagin 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


53  -  78 


6450 


1177  California  Street 
Cal-Jones  Property 
c/o  Barbara  Ornelas 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


8.  79  -  82  6458 


3921  Lincoln  Way 
Lawrence  Y.  Lee 
c/o  Sheila  Wong 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


1223  04591  1634 


AAB/FTB  Hearing 
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FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  HEARINGS: 


9. 


83  -  84 


3301 


2722-24  Folsom  St 
John  K.  Ally in 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


10. 


85  -  86 


3302 


5420  Fulton  Street 
Stephen  Adamy 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


11. 


87  -  88 


3303 


2928  Larkin  Street 
Edward  Wong 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  CONTINUED  HEARINGS 


12. 


89  -  92(F)  3294 


433  -  435  Lombard  St 
Stephen  K.  Lee 
c/o  Walter  Wong 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


End 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


FICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

lOPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ppellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 
John  T.  and  Mary  K.  Mason 

920  Seabury  Road 
Hillsborough,  OA  94010 


Date: 


Ai.pnst:   24.  1992 


Nature  of  Appeal 


X|      Director's  Order 

^1      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notices 


I       \      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 


□ 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS_ 
BLOCK  3707 


604  Mission  Street 
LOT  013 


APPE.^L  HO.  6462 


S-NC-DEQ 


INSPECTOR    Jim  Whipp1e/h.  Kornflcld 

)ear  Appellant: 

rhis  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

August  6,   1992.  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on    September  23,  1992 
Ln  Room  282,  City  Hall,   San  Francisco,  CA. 

If  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Oepartmenc  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
documents  and  information  Chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
etc.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 
You  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
you  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours. 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant . ^^^^ 

cc:     EMS  Eissler  1978  Living  Trust,  c/o  Charles  Hanson 
EMS  Eissler  1978    Living  Trust,  c/o  Rolf  Eissler 
Golden  Gate  Bank 
Walter  Gruenwald 
Jack  Mason,  1087  Market  St. 

PCD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(415)   558-6168         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


(0 


File  appeal  willi 

rolfkTstS2T     APPEAL  TO  THE  ADATEMENT  nPPEOLG  DUARI) 
'\erN?T54^87r2^^^      O'^  "^'"^  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANC  I  Fro 

nilNGFEM  5/.,6Q  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


JTi^Ci^    M/).(0(\y   Appeal   Number  ^ 

Appellant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeal  «9  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,  pursuant  to  Section  203. i  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II, 
Chapter   I,   of  the  Ban  Francisco  Municipal   Code,    and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith; 


(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  pui'lic  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  on  '^1 1  r  l^JLi^ 


(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at_ 

 ^Ban  Francisco.     Ihey  contain 

.dwelling  upits  and   ^         rooming  units. 


(3)  (BtatB  in  ordinary  and  concisi?  lanqungf?  the  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,   toqetiier  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto)  ^        .    r  , , , .    r^i-e  r 

■c^,...o..  0.  c^.TPU  ^or.^..  r^oTu.  ^ mt..  -^h^h^^.^  ±2  ^1 

(4>  (Stats  the  rallof  you  nwed  and  reosonB  why  you  clfltm  the 

appealed  action  should  be  modified  or  reverBcd  by  thl»  board) 

T?i^  -         fi^w.<;t- '''' Oem^^-Au  fsPM    f-^Ao         TMi.  <:i7t,,   

(Attach  an  additional  5ht?Gt  if  ni?ces5ary)  /  / 

<5)   The  undersigned   is  thB<^ner)/agent ,    (state  which)   of  the 

premises  described   in  Paragraph   (2)   above  - 

(6)  The  official  address  of  tJie  undersigned  is; 


Tt.1pphone  Numbers         ^I.Q  2  S  ^  -    2.  V  ( A 


Datedt 


Signature  of  Appellant 


File  Appeal   with  tfie  Abatement  Appeal n  hoard   (AAP),      Room  260 


I, 


^^/iut..a  ^      /Of,^:  ^nVM/u    i'LiiU-OUt\      m     PiU^i^M  t/.vyyvCC 

yvv  n  J 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


October  29,  1991 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  OA.  94102 


John  T.  and  Mary  K.  Mason 
920  Seabury  Rd. 
Hillsborough,  CA  94010 

Re:     604  Mission  Street 

Dear  Mr.  Mason: 

Based  upon  an  assessment  of  current  building  condition  by  BBI  staff 
and  consulting  structural  engineers  and  the  enclosed  earthquake 
assessment  report  dated  October  15,  1991  the  building  at  604 
Mission  Street  may  maintain  its  "Limited  Entry"  status,  with 
occupancy  restricted  to  the  first  story.  To  maintain  pedestrian 
protection  an  engineered  canopy  must  be  placed  over  the  entire 
sidewalk  under  the  Mission  Street  facade  of  the  building  to  replace 
the  existing  scaffold.  This  canopy  must  be  installed  within  ten 
(10)  days  or  the  Bureau  may  issue  an  Emergency  Order,  perform  the 
work  and  assess  all  costs  to  the  property  owner.  As  you  have  been 
informed  by  separate  letter,  the  permit  for  repair/seismic  upgrade 
of  this  building  has  been  cancelled  and  the  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspection  has  initiated  enf orcement/abatement  action  against  the 
building  due  to  unsafe  conditions. 

If  you  have  any  questions  please  contact  Chief  Building  Inspector 
L.  Kornfield  at  554-8742. 


Very  truly  yours. 


L.  L.  Litchfield,  PE 
Superin^^jQdent 


LMK: JW 
Enclosure 

cc:     Marvin  Ruiz,  BID 


STRUCTUNAl 
ENGINEERS 


October  15, 1991 


Richard  J.  Evans 
Director 

Department  of  Public  Works 
Gty  and  County  of  San  Frandsco 
Room  260,  Qty  HaU 
San  Fnmdsco,  California  94102 

Reference:  EMERGENCY  SHORING  PROGRAM 

FOR  SmSMICALLY  DAMAGED  BUILDINGS  - 
604  MISSION  STREET 
[DEGENKOLB  JOB  #89177] 


Dear  Mr.  Evans: 

At  your  request,  we  have  inspected  the  above  referenced  building.  We  have  also 
reviewed  a  November  20, 1989  letter  written  by  Harold  Davis  from  Rutherford 
and  Chekene,  Consulting  Engineers  regarding  this  building.  The  Novraiber  20th 
Rutherford  and  Chekene  letter  references  other  letters  written  by  their  firm  related 
to  the  building,  but  those  letter3  were  not  made  available  to  us. 

The  building  at  604  Mission  is  ten  stories  in  height  plus  mechanical  and  occupant 
penthouses  at  the  roof  level  It  also  has  a  basement  The  plan  dimensions  of  the 
building  are  approximately  40  feet  wide  and  60  feet  deep.  The  building  has 
structural  steel  framing  with  poured-in-place  concrete  construction  spannmg  to 
interior  structural  steel  frames.  The  exterior  walls  of  the  building  are  infill, 
imreinforced  brick,  supported  at  each  floor  level  on  structural  steel  beams. 

For  this  letter,  we  are  referencing  Mission  Street  as  running  east-west  with  Market 
Street  to  the  north. 

The  building  is  located  on  the  north  side  of  Mission  Street  An  older  six-story 
building,  which  has  reportedly  been  seismically  strengthened  to  met  the  104f 
requirements  of  the  San  Frandsco  Building  Code,  is  adjacent  to  the  referenced 
building  on  the  west  side.  It  appears  that  the  taUer  ten-story  building  pounded 
against  the  lower  sbc-story  building  in  the  Loma  Prieta  earthquake  causing 
significant  damage  to  the  north  and  south  exterior  walls  of  the  taUer  building. 
■  The  greater  damage  occurred  at  the  seventh  and  eight  floor  levels. 


H.J.DeumUjIb  A^s-^  ; 
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Degenkolb 


Page  Two 
October  15,1991 


Since  the  earthquake,  chain  link  fencing  has  been  attached  to  the  south  waU  (facing 
Mission  Street)  with  wire  cables  to  encapsulate  the  damaged  brick.  Most  of  the 
contents  have  been  removed  from  the  interior  of  the  buUding.  No  repairs  of  the 
damaged  building  elements  have  been  made. 

A  portion  of  the  ground  floor  is  currently  occupied  by  a  retail  bakery  which  is  open 
for  business.  It  is  our  recommendation  Uiat  this  business  be  allowed  to  continue 
operation.  Therefore,  it  is  our  recommendation  tiiat  the  building  be  classified 
•TJMITED  ENTRY*  with  no  continued  occupancy  allowed  on  the  second  floor 
through  the  roof  levels. 

The  greatest  damage  to  the  building  occurred  to  the  south  wall  (facing  Mission 
Street).  This  is  the  wall  where  tiie  damaged  bricks  are  encapsulated  wltii  chain  link 
fencing.  If  anotiier  mild  earthquake  were  to  occur,  it  is  possible  that  some  bricks  may 
fall  to  ti\e  street  below.  While  tiiere  is  currentiy  a  scaffold  along  ti\e  face  of  tiie 
building,  we  recommend  tiiat  it  be  replaced  with  a  wider  canopy.  We  recommend 
that  tiie  new  canopy  cover  the  entire  sidewalk,  except  tiiat  it  may  be  set  back  as 
required  to  accommodate  tiie  bus  traffic.  The  canopy  should  be  designed  by  a  Qvil 
Engineer,  registered  in  tiie  State  of  California.  Further,  ti\e  roof  of  tiie  canopy  should 
designed  to  stop  falling  brick.   We  do  not  feel  tiiat  tiiere  are  imminent  falling  hazard 
on  the  other  sides  of  the  building. 

Please  feel  free  to  contact  us  if  we  can  provide  any  further  information. 


Very  truly  yours, 

H.  J.  DEGHNKOL3  ASSOCIATES,  ENC^INEEES 


Ted  J.  Canon 

Structural  Engineer 


cc  Laurence  Komfield 


TJC/dq 

d/ifbklgs3/cdp 


cr+otsL  C>: 


LICO 


\    FAX  5^:    (415)    861-3337  ! 


DATE:  • 


*  *  F.U  ME-IO  *  ♦  * 


TO;  M/7.-.     Al>  IfNlA^O 


-''T  .\iiE  T:LLN's:-<nTi:iG  a  tct.il  cf 
Lzrm.   IT  'rcu  :o  :,'ct  Aiczr/i  ,kl 

AT  233-2353. 


1  7XCZS,  ?LZA3Z  CALL  L'S  I-C-lZZlAr 


1C87  MAnKc*  STnEET,  SAN  rnA.NClSCO.  CA  5aiC3.  U.S.A.,  •  (415)  =61.4946 


(i,) 


CH.N      HENSOLT  s.^^^mM^,3cAE^-^im  s„..     iA:^  o,..L._ 

.J^i2i^/j?J?-^_--Al/_5^7_<?i^^    Jo»  NO.  .^.±.PJX.  


31RUCTURAU  ENGINEERS 
SAN  FRANCISCO.  CAUF. 
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ity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 

ORDER  NO.       158. OA 6 


EMERGENCY  ORDER  DUE  TO  SERIOUS  AND  IMMEDIATE  HAZARD 
AS  PER  SEC.  203  OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUiLdING  CODE 


LOCATION: 
OWNER: 


602-606  Mission  St. 


John  T.  &  Mary  K.  Mason 


920  Seabury  Rd. 


nillaborough,  CA  9A010 


I  have  received  a  verified  written  complaint  from  tlie  Superintendent,  Bureau  of 
Buildlne  Inspection  pursuant  to  Section  203(o)  of  the  Building  Code  stating 
that  serious  and  immediate  hazards  exist  at: 


ADDRESS : 


602-606  Mission  St. 


BLOCK: 


3707 


LOT:  013 


constituting  an  imminent  and  substantial  hazard  to  ll«e  life,  health  or  safety 
of   pedestrians  on  Mission  Street  due  to      the  potential 


damage  and  loss  of  life  from  falling  masonry  from  this  10  story 
earthquake  damaged  building.  


I,  therefore,  order  that  the  owner  of  this  building  shall  wltliln  liours 
of  posting  and  service  of  this  Order,  abate  the  public  nuisance  by  iierforming 
the  following: 


Design  and  erect  engineered  canopy  covering  the  entire  sidewalk 
in  front  of  604  Mission  St.  to  protect  the  public.  


Further,  if  the  owner  shall  fail  to  comply  wlUi  this  Order,  owner  sliall  have 
forfeited  his  right  to  do  the  work  as  set  forth  in  Section  203(n)  of  the 
Building  Code  and  the  work  will  be  done  under  tlie  provisions  of  Section  203(m) 
as  the  abatement  of  a  serious  and  immediate  danger. 


At  such  time  as  the  owner  shall  have  forfeited  his  right  to  do  the  required 
work  to  abate  the  imminent  hazard,  the  Superintendent  is  hereby  ordered  to 
immediately  proceed  by  use  of  the  funds  provided  for  under  Section  203(o)  and 
203(1)  to  have  the  repairs  effected  and  to  abate  the  public  nuisance. 

Notice:  Any  expenditure  of  Repair  and  Demolition  Funds  as  a  result  of  this 
Order  is  subject  to  becoming  a  tax  lien  against  subject  property. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  posted  immediately  on  the  front  of  subject 
building,  and  a  copy  shall  be  sent  certified  mall  to  all  persons  having 
interest  in  said  building  in  accordance  with  Section  203(c)  of  the  Building 
Code. 


RECOMMENDED:  . 
\  L.  Lltcllkeld,  PE" 


Superintendent  of  fildg.  Inspection 


Dep.  Director  f 
DISTRIBUTION: 


RichaVd  J.  Evari?' 
Director  of  Public 


File  (2) 

Superintendent,  BBI  (3) 

CuntroUer 

CED 

APPROVED,  ''ovonibor  27.  I'^Ol 
Pev.  VMf) 


Recorder's  Office 
City  Attorney 
Post  on  l)uilding 
Owner 


March  9,  1992 


L.  Kornfield 

Chief  Building  Inspector 
Code  Enforcement  Division 
Department  of  Public  Works 
City  of  San  Francisco 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:     606  Mission  Street 

.Dear  Mr.  Kornfield: 

On  February  24,  1992  we  submitted  to  you,  by  messenger, 
our  engineer  report  from  Chin  &  Hensolt,  Inc.,  approving  the 
front  scaffold  structure  at  subject  property.  This  report 
was  submitted  based  upon  your  consultant's,  Degenkolb,  letter 
of  10/15/91,  to  D.  Evans,  copy  enclosed,  where  it  was  made 
clear  that  the  subject  store  be  allowed  to  continue 
operation,    and  as  per  our  discussion  of  2/21/92. 

When  I  was  finally  able  to  reach  you  on  2/25/92  ,  you 
advised  that  Degenkolb,  who  had  previously  submitted  their 
own  scaffold  plan  to  you,  would  not  approve  of  the  Chin  & 
Hensolt  plan,  and  thus  the  store  could  not  reopen.  You  also 
advised  that  your  office  would  review  the  matter  and  let  me 
know  of  its  decision.  I  told  you,  in  our  conversation,  that 
I  had  been  advised  that  we  had  erected  an  overbuilt  system 
of  triple-scaffold  planking,  not  double  which  is  industry 
standard,  to  meet  the  new  City  requirement  of  placing  a 
wider  scaffold  in  front  of  subject  property,  despite  the 
fact  that  the  entire  front  of  the  building  is  covered  in 
secured  steel  mesh  and  there  was  a  scaffold  structure  in 
place. 

On  March  2,  1992  I  called  you  to  obtain  approval  to 
reopen  the  store  and  you  advised  that  another  engineering 
firm  had  been  engaged  by  your  office  for  more  consultation 
on  the  matter  and  that  the  City's  structural  section  had 
also  been  requested  to  provide  an  opinion  as  to  the 
acceptability  of  our  Chin  &  Hensolt  approved  scaffold.  In 
this  conversation,  I  told  you  that  I  had  spoken  with  M. 
Inan  of  your  office  on  2/28/92,  wherein  he  said  that  he 
also  reviewed  the  Chin  &  Hensolt  report  of  2/24/92  and  if  it 
were  up  to  him  he  would  approve  of  same. 


It 


p.   2  of  2 


In  our  3/2/92  phone  talk,  you  told  me  it  would  be  a  few 
more  days  before  a  decision  could  be  reached  by  your  office 
as  to  the  acceptability  of  the  Chin  &  Hensolt  plan,  I  told 
you  that  I  had  another  engineering  firm  to  inspect  the  Chin 
&  Hensolt  approved  scaffold,  as  a  courtesy  to  me  and  that 
they  too  regard  the  scaffold  as  acceptable  for  the  stated 
purpose  in  the  Degenkolb  letter  to  Evans.  I  also  told  you 
that  if  it  was  necessary  I  would  obtain  multiple  engineering 
teports  from  different  firms,  at  considerable  expense, 
approving  the  Chin  &  Hensolt  approved  scaffold,  to  compel 
the  City  to  approve  of  our  scaffold. 

Again,  I  called  your  office  on  3/6/92  to  attempt  to 
learn  what  decision  had  been  made.  I  was  told  you  would  not 
be  in  until  today.  It  has  now  been  fourteen  days  and  yet 
the  tenant  still  cannot  reopen  his  store  and  make  a  living, 
despite  the  written  professional  opinion  of  the  very 
reputable  Chin  &  Hensolt  firm  that  the  scaffold  is  suitable 
to  stop  falling  brick  and  despite  the  fact  that  the  scaffold 
exceeds  industry  standards  for  the  stated  purpose  of 
stopping  falling  bricks  by  utilizing  triple  scaffold 
planking . 

It  is  not  my  problem  that  Degenkolb  overdesigned  a 
scaffold  for  possibly,  an  overbilling  to  the  City.  Further, 
I  sense  that  a  punitive  approach  is  being  utilized  on  me  in 
what  I  regard  as  an  intentional  delay  to  keep  the  store 
closed,  and  possibly  even  a  rejection  of  the  Chin  &  Hensolt 
approved  scaffold. 

Ironically  I  am  not  being  penalized  nor  losing  any  rent 
but  the  store  tenant  cannot  reopen  and  make  a  living,  which 
is  unconscionable. 

I  request  immediate  approval  of  the  Chin  &  Hensolt 
approved  scaffold.  ' 


cc:     W.  Brown 

R.  Evans 

W.  Hinckle 

L.  Litchfield 

F.  Jordan 

N.  Reckas 


Sincerely , 


to 


city  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 

Office  of  the  Director 


March  20,  1992 


Mr.  Jack  Mason 

350  Claremont  Blvd. 

San  Francisco,  California  94127 

John  T.  and  Mary  K.  Mason 
92  SeeJDury  Road 

Hillsborough,  California  94010 
Dear  Mr.  Mason: 

The  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  has  reviewed  the  plans  submitted 
by  you  to  provide  temporary  protection  to  pedestrians  along  Mission 
Street  in  front  of  your  building  at  604  Mission  Street.  The 
scaffold  as  currently  installed  will  be  acceptable  for  temporary 
use,  and  the  ground  floor  store  only  of  the  building  will  be 
permitted  to  be  temporarily  occupied,  if  all  of  the  following 
conditions  are  met: 

Procure  a  street  space  permit  for  obstruction  of 
sidewalk.  Such  permits  are  issued  by  the  Permit  Section 
of  the  Bureau  of  Engineering,  Department  of  Public  Works, 
450  McAllister  Street,  Room  302,  telephone  no. 558-6060. 

Positively  attach  scaffold  planking  and  other  supporting 
members  to  the  scaffold  frame. 

Secure  scaffold  frame  to  both  sidewalk  and  to  building. 

Comply  with  conditions   of   DPW  Director's   Order  Number 
157,501    regarding    "Requirements    for   the    Placement  of 
'  Scaffolding  on  City  Sidewalks"  (attached) 

No  occupancy  of  any  part  of  the  building  will  be  permitted _ until 
compliance  with  all  of  the  above  conditions  has  been  verified  by 

this  Office. 

Due  to  the  possible  further  deterioration  of  the  facade  elements 
and  structure  of  this  seriously  earthquake-damaged  building,  this 
temporary,  conditional  approval  is  valid  only  for  a  period  of  120 
days  from  the  date  of  this  letter.  Any  request  for  continuation  of 
this  temporary  use  of  scaffold  and  building  should  be  made  m 
writing  to  this  office  and  further  review  and  approval  must  be 
provided  by  this  office  before  such  continued  use  will  be 
permitted. 


(415)  554-6920 


Room  260.  City  Ha«  San  Francisco  94102 


Page  Two  of  Two 
Mr.  Jack  Mason 
March  20,  1992 

This  conditional  approval  and  these  conditions  are  subject  to 
revision  at  any  time  if  the  Director  of  Public  Works  determines 
that    further   review   and   action    is   advisable   to   assure  public 


Note  that  your  failure  to  take  prompt  action  under  Emergency  Order 
#158,046  (attached)  has  resulted  in  substantial  costs  being 
incurred  by  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  engineering 
design  and  review  and  for  other  related  costs.  Under  the  Emergency 
Order  provisions  of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code  you,  as  the 
owner  of  the  building  at  602-606  Mission  Street,  will  be  billed  for 
all  direct  costs  and  related  administrative  costs  incurred  by  the 
City  in  implementing  this  order.  Failure  to  pay  such  costs  will 
result  in  such  costs  being  imposed  as  a  tax  lien  against  this 
property. 

This  temporary,  conditional  approval  of  scaffolding  in  front  of  the 
building  in  no  way  relieves  the  owner  of  the  building  from  the 
responsibility  of  meeting  the  requirements  of  the  San  Francisco 
Building  Code  regarding  proper  repair  and  maintenance  of  this 
building.  The  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  is  continuing  abatement 
and  legal  action  to  gain  compliance  with  such  code  provisions. 

For  further  information  on  these  matters  please  contact  Chief 
Building  Inspector  L.  Kornfield  at  554-8742. 


safety. 


Very  truly  yours. 


LK 


Enclosures 


DDS-055 


THIS   DOCUMENT  IS  NOW 
'\/  ■  OFFICIAL 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DE?A?.TMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 
ORDER  NO.  157,501 


V/ 


ISTA3LISHING  REQUIREMENTS  FOR  THE  PLACEMENT  OF  SCAFFOLDING  ON 
CITY  SIDEWALKS. 

Pursuant  tc  Public  Wcrks  Cede  Article  15,   the  Director  of  Public 
'.vcrks  hereby  establishes  the  relieving  requirer^ents  for  the 
placement  cf  scaffclding  on  Ci-y  sidevalks. 

These  requirements  are  in  addiricn  to  all  provisions  cf  the 
Public  Works  Code  and  are  enforceable  as  part  of  Article  15. 

The  additional  requirements  for  placing  scaffolding  on  City 
sidewalks  are  as  follows: 

1.  The  scaffold  frame  shall  be  the  sidewalk  canopy  type. 
The  inside  pcles  shall  be  equidistant  and  parallel  for 
their  entire  length  for  the  required  clearance  in  the 
pedestrian  access  area. 

2.  The  interior  bars  shall  be  extended  vertically  to  the 
ground  surface  with  an  additional  bar  on  both  sides  of 
every  exterior  pedestrian  portal  of  the  scaffold  frame. 

3.  Two   (2)   additional  bars  shall  be  attached  to  the  scaffold 
frame,  one  at  a  point  between  6  to  12  inches  above  the 
ground  surface  and  the  other  at  a  point  be-ween  3  to  4 
feet  above  the  ground  surface.     3c~h  bars  shall  be 
parallel  to  the  ceund  surface  and  shall  run  the  entire 
length  cf  the  scaffold  frame  cf  bc-h  the  inside  and 
ourside  legs  excepc  at  uhe  pedes-rian  access  openings. 

4.  A  highly  reflective  contrasting  material    (paint  or 
tape)   shall  be  applied  to  bo-h  sides  of  every  pedes-rian 
access  opening. 

5.  Scaffeld  screw  jack  handles  shall  be  main-ained  in 
a  pcsition  parallel  wi-h  che  hcrizc.ntal  suppcr- 

cf  travel. 


[I'f) 


/  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Uopa.  inuMil  ul  IMbhc  Works 

Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 

ORDER  NO.       150. OA 6 

EMERGENCY  ORDER  DUE  TO  SER 1 0lj3  rtriD  IMMEDIATE  HAZARD 
AS  PER  SEC.  203  OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  DUiLdING  CODE 

LOCATION:  602-G06  Mlssloii  St.  

OWNER:   .lolin  T.  &  .Mary  K.  Mnnon 

■   920  Scabury  Rd.  


IlllishorougU,  CA  96010 


I  have  received  a  verified  written  complaint  frnm  llip  Soperlritendent ,  Dureaii  of 
Duildlng  Inspection  pursuant  to  Section  203(o)  of  the  nuildiiig  Code  stating 
that  Berious  and  immediate  hazards  exist  at: 

ADDRESS:        602-606  Mission  St.  DLOCK:       3707         EOT:  013 — 

constituting  an  imminent  and  substantial  liazard  to  the  life,  health  or  safety 

of   pedestrians  on  Mission  Street  due  to  the  potential 

 damage  and  loss  of  life  from  railing  inanonry  From  this  10  story  

■  earthquake  damaged  building.  


I,  therefore,  order  that  the  owner  of  this  bnildinp,  Riiall  within  hours 
of  posting  and  service  of  this  Order,  abate  the  public  nuisance  by  performing 
the  following: 

 Deslgg  and  erect  engineered  canopy  covering  t lie  entire  nldcwalk  

•  In  front  of  604  Mission  St.  to  protect  the  public.  


Further,  if  the  owner  shall  fall  to  comply  with  tliis  Order,  owner  shall  have 
forfeited  his  right  to  do  the  work  as  set  forth  in  Section  203(n)  of  the 
Duilding  Code  and  the  work  will  be  done  under  the  provisions  of  Section  2v)3(m) 
as  the  abatement  of  a  serious  and  immediate  danger. 

At  uuqU  tlm«  mm  thm  ovfnar  ahall  hnv«  Corf«lk*ia  hln  right  to  do  thfl  rnMuirnd 

work  lo  abate  the  Imniliient  hazard,  tlio  Superlnteinlmil  Is  hereby  ordered  tu 
immediately  proceed  by  use  of  the  funds  provided  for  under  Section  203(o}  and 
203(1)  to  have  the  repairs  effected  and  to  abate  the  public  nuisance. 

Notice:  Any  expenditure  of  Repair  and  Demoliti(ni  Funds  as  a  result  of  this 
Order  is  subject  to  becoming  a  tax  lien  against  subject  property. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  posted  Immediately  uu  the  front  of  sulfjnct 
building,  and  a  copy  shall  be  sent  certified  mail  to  nil  persons  having 
interest  in  said  building  in  accordance  with  Section  203(c)  of  the  Duildlng 
Code* 


Superintendent  of  Dldg.  Inspection 


Richard       Evarfs^  J 
Director  of  Public  Porks 


Dep.  Director  f 
DISTRIDUTION: 


File  (2) 

■SuiK^r  liil  nti«lrn(  ,   hill    (  1 ) 

('iMitrol  ler 

CED 

APIMIOVED:  '   .  ^  ,   i  •  I 

llnv.  1/'M> 


III  M.;  • 

IiiK'il  • 


t 


March  23,  1992 


R.  J.  Evans 

Director  of  Public  Works 
City  of  San  Francisco 
City  Hall,  Room  260 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

subject:     602-604  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA 


Dear  Mr.  Evans: 

T.an.  you  foe  your  Xe^ter  of  3/20/92  ^^^^^^^^^^l^^ 

:rat^ft^Arco:riy  "^^^  .irriUr.....s . 

u«  Killpd  for  certain  costs,  I 
While  you   state  that  I  an,  to  be  bxlle  that  I 

believe   I   was   previously   a^^^^ea     y  ^.^  credit,  he 

would  not  be  billed  for  any  of  th/^j^/,*^/ because  if  the  City 
suggestSd  that  I  erect  -"V  own  scatr  expensive. 

to    undertake    the   ""f,,^^^  that    if    I    erected    my  own 
Further,     I    believe    he    f  ^"d    ^^f  costs.  More 

scaffold,  I  would  not  be  oharg^^  for  y  ^^^.^^^^  ^^^^ 
fundamental   though   is   that   neither   I  J  ^^^^^  158,046. 

seen  any  legal  b^5^%^°%^^^enkolb  better  of  10/15/91  to  you 
If  the  City  is  using  the  °agenkoiD  ^^^^^^ 

as  basis,  I  >^"P^=^^"i^^i^"?v  begs  the  obvious  City 
reviewed,     for     Dagenkolb    ^^"'P^^  possible    that  some 

question    with    the    reply    that    ^t  ^^^^-^ 

masonry    debris    "^y^J.^.^nq  irpossille  by  deduction, 
stated  otherwise.     Anything  is  e'J 

■  =v  as    easily  been  asked  if  the  front 
Dagenkolb  could  have  J^!told    were    satisfactory  for 

metal    screen  "^"""J^^e     "ot  incidentally,  the  screen 

the  same  preventative  P^'^f"/" •„ ^giy  by  my  engineers  and 
and  scaffold  were  ^PP'^°:%^  P^^^^eUeve  oigenkolb  would  have 
the  City  for  that  P"?^P°=%^"t,^  ns  The  apparent  fact  that 
affirmed   these   previous  "stem    has,     I  think, 

Dagenkolb  overdesigned  a  ^^f^'^t,  ^i^oib  questioning  the 
liltle    if    anything    "    do    with    D  genko  ^^q^ 

^  rht?r  was  4^  E^/--.;-s-;ir^ct^^-by  my 
rnfin^r^  a\^\"hattLt  and  the  citv 


As  you  know,  the  imposition  of  an  unfounded  lien  on  subject 
title  may  be  a  slander  of  title  potentially  deserving  of 
general  and'  special  damages  from  the  tax  authority  to  the 
property  owner.  I  submit  that  the  existing  metal  screening 
and  scaffold  that  were  in  place  and  which  were  previously 
approved  by  my  engineers  and  the  City  were  satisfactory  to 
prevent  any  loose  masonry  debris  from  falling  to  the 
sidewalk;  that  was  the  whole  purpose  of  the  screen  and 
scaffold.  To  now  try  to  charge  me  for  an  exotic  scaffolding 
design  and  related  costs  based  on  a  weak,  but  self-serving, 
Dagenkolb  recommendation  will  be  found,  I  believe,  to  be 
unwarranted.  Neither  my  engineers  nor  I  know  of  anything 
that  has  changed  in  the  meantime  to  warrant  the  present 
aggressive  City  harassment  and  requested  additional  work. 
This  is  Agnosism  at  its  worst.  Frankly,  I  am  not  interested 
in  this  size  of  legal  dispute,  and  if  necessary,  would  seek 
some  settlement  with  the  City  if  you  are  interested. 

Lastly,  you  make  reference  in  your  letter  to  me  of  abatement 
and  legal  action  for  alleged  lack  of  repair  and  maintenance 
of  subject.  Would  you  please  have  your  office  or  the  City 
attorney's  office  advise  me  as  to  what  specifically  are  the 
violations.  I  think  I  know  the  engineering  security  and 
legal  status  of  the  subject  property  per  current  controlling 
low. 

In  any  event,  I  appreciate  your  effort  in  trying  to  work 
with  me  regarding  subject.  I  think  you  are  trying  to  be 
fair  and  reasonable. 

Please  advise. 


Sincerely , 


Jack  Mason 


city  and  County  of  San  Francisco  ;  v^  ^  -  Department  of  Public  Works 

-  '  ^^^^^^v     r  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 

,  NOTICE  OF  VIOLATION    .    V  - 

-  '     Of  th»  San  Francisco  Municipal  Codes  Regarding  Unsafe, 
.  : :  ,  Substandard  or  Noncomplying  Stnjcture  or  Land  or  Occupancy  Thereof 

FIRSTNOTICE  NOTICE  DATE     March  24,  1992 

(^si^DNOTicr> ■  ■■■■       "3707/013  ■ 

OTHER  -^^•>•■■■■^vl^:^^,;^:^;:■  ■■.         ..  . 

.  •-  .    (CIRCLEONE)  .                                                                                                ^  • 
ADDRESS  '    602-606  MISSION  ^T^  ^     ^^  ^^^^^^  '  '  ^  

BC-BuikSng  Code      PC-PlumWntI  ^^<^ 
HC-Hou8ing  Code      MC-^AechanicaJ  Code 
EC-ElectricaJ  Code 


VIOLATION  DESCRIPTION:            •  \ 

CODE/SECTlONf 

This  building  is  unsafe  due  to  earthquake  damage^  Sea  attached  first  Notice 

203(a)  SFEC 

of  Violation  for  specific  violations.    -.     " :  ■ 

Because  you  failed  to  coaply  irlth  the  first  Notice,  dated  March  18,  1992 

we  have  initiated  the  abatement  proceeding.        ,  - 

THE  FOLLOWING  CORRECTIVE  ACTION  IS  REQUIRED:  □  stop  all  work 

File  application  for  building  permit  to  repair  or  demolish  this  building. 


You  will  be  notified  of  the  time  and  place  of  the  Administrative  Ilearing. 


INVESTIGATION  FEE  OR 
OTHER  FEE  WILL  APPLY 

APPROX.  DATE  OF 

WORK  W/O  PERwrr  


A  9x  Fee  (Work  w/o  Permit  after  1/1/1967) 
A.  Reirspection  Fo» 

□  otfw  ;  _____ 


A  2x  Fee  (Work  Excsednq  Scope  of  Permit  Qi 
work  w/o  permit  from  9/1/60  to  1/1/67) 
^^No  Penalty  (Work  w/o  permit  prtor  to  9/1/90) 


Pursuant  to  SFBC  304(e)  and  332J  Investigation  fees  are  chaiT^ed  for  work  begun  wtthoiit  pwmlfc?  or  for  work  exceeding  the  scope  of  pennits.  Such  fees  may 
be  appealed  to  the  Board  of  Pennlts  Appeato  within  15  daya  of  pennlt  action  "Room  154-A,  Qty  Hall,  554-6720. 

W  ARNIN Gl  Failure  to  take  Lmmediate  actfon  as  required  to  correct  the  above  violations  will  result  In  abatement  proceedings  by  the  Department  of 
Public  Works.  If  an  Order  of  Abatement  is  reoorded  arainst  this  property  the  owner  will  be  billed  or  the  mxipei^  wul  be  liened  for  all  costs  incurred  In  the 
code  enforcement  process  from  the  posting  of  the  first  Tlotice  of  Violation"  until  all  costs  are  paid.  SFBC  203(b)  &  33Z3  


WARNINGl  Anyone  who  derives  rental  income  from  housing  determined  by  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  to  be  substandard  cai^not  dedusLfrom 
state  personal  Income  tax  and  bank  and  corporate  income  tax  interest;  depredation  or  taxes  attributable  to  such  substandard  structrirc.  If  correction  work  is 
not  completed  or  being  diUgenUy,  expediUoinhr  and  continuously  prosecuted  after  six  (6)  months  from  the  date  of  this  notice,  notification  will  b«  sent  to  the 
Franchise  Tax  Board  as  provided  in  ^ctioo  17264<c)  of  the  Revemie  and  Taxation  Code. ' 


FDR  FURTHER  INFORMATWM  COffTACT  INSreCTOR . 

L  L  UtchfieW,  P.E 

Superintendent 

Bureau  of  Building  Inspectton 


.Tim  Whlpplft 


(Inspecior  —  Print  Name) 


at  □ 
□ 

□ 
□ 


Buildmg  Inspection  DIviskxi 

Room  201 .  450  McAllister  SL  558-6096 

Housing  Inspection  Division 

Room  302. 450  McAllister  SL  558^220 

Bectrical  Inspectksn  Division 

Room  103.  450  McAliister  SL  558-6030 

Plumbing  Inspection  Division 

Room  1 03.  450  McAllister  St  558-6054 

Code  Enforcement  Division 

Room  260.  1 390  Market  SL  554-6742 
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lly  and  County  oi  San  Fidiicisco 


NOTICE  OF  VIOLATION 


DeparUtierii  of  Pubtic  VVorks 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection; 


of  tho  San  Francisco  Municipal  Codes  Regarding  Unsafe, 
Substandard  or  Noncomplying  Structure  or  Land  or  Occupancy  Thereof 


HRST  NOTICE 


NOTICE  DATE   rn..-r^n  1  -""-^ 


SECOND  NOTICE 
OTHER  . 


(CIRCLE  ONE) 
J^DRESS  poo-f;n<^  M^gg-nM 


'rBC:r8uiIding  Code 
"ln6-Hou»«ng  Code 
EC-Electrical  Code 


PC-Plumbing  Code 
MC-Mechankal  Code 


"VIOLATION  DESCRIPTION:  This  buiTd^nr-  is  unsafe  dne  to  ^oHotJ 

T  r.CpOE/SECTIONi 

.  Tae  exterioc, masonry , walls  , on  the. north  ayd  south -sides  are 
^everel^  Sartii'^u^iXe-^daiTiaced  and  structuraliv  unsare. 

The  danger -to, adiacent  properties  on  the  north  side  due  to 

SF3C   20  3  (a^. 

The  danaer,to  the . public^due  to  potential  falling  masonry  onto 
zae  s^cewalK  on  Pliss-'on  St. 

SFBC  203(a) 

.The  fire  hazard  due  to  the  lack  of  operating  fire  safety  systems. 

SF5C  20  3(a) 

^nad^qua^e  egress  due  to  partial  demolition  of  interior  walls 

SFBC  20  3 

Tie  danger  to  the  occuoaats  a"d  thw  public  due  to  tne  collection 
c:  -crash  and  urine  m  r;ain  entrv. 

SFBC  203  I -) 

The,  unsae'e  .  condito-on  due  to^ tailure^to  replace  tamporary  earth- 
cualc-S  re-oairs  wicH  perr?.anent  reoairs. 

SFBC  203 (a^ 

wilapiaat:icn  of  interior  and  e:c"cerior  elemen;fs. 

SFBC  203 (a) 

THE  FOLLOWING  CORRECTIVE  ACTION  IS  REQUIRED: 

^   ^^,7   


□  STOP  ALL  WORK 


4   r-  -•  1 


ENVESTIGATION  FEE  OR 
OTHER  FEE  WILL  APPLY 

APPRCX.  DATE  CF 

WORK  W/O  PERMrr  


2\  9x  Fee  (Wodt  w/o  Permit  after  1/1/1967) 

Reinspection  Fee 
n  Other  [  


/\  2x  Fee  (Worit  Exceednq  Scope  of  Pemiit  Qi 
work  w/o  pemiit  from  9/1/ 


ms/1/60to  1/1/67) 
No  Penalty  (Work  w/o  permit  prior  to  9/1/90) 


E*'Jisnant  to  SFBC  304<e)  and  3323  investigation  fees  are  charged  for  work  begun  without  permits  or  for  work  exceeding  the  scope  of  permits.  Such  fees  may 
be  aroealed  to  the  Board  of  Permits  AppeaJs  within  IS  dava  of  permit  action  .  Room  154-A,  Qty  Hall,  554-6720. 

"WARNINGI  Failure  to  take  immediate  action  as  required  to  correct  the  above  violations  wlU  result  in  abatement  oroceedlngs  by  the  Department  of 
Tubiic  Works.  If  an  Order  of  Abatement  is  recorded  against  this  property  the  owner  will  be  billed  or  the  pioperty  wul  Ix  liened  for  ajl  coats  incurred  In  the 
■code  enforcement  process  from  the  pogting  of  the  first  Tlotlce  of  Violation*  until  all  coats  are  paid.  SFBC  203(b)  &  33Z3  


'WARNINGI  Anyone  who  derives  rental  income  from  housing  determined  by  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  to  be  substandard  cannot  deduct  from 
state  personal  Income  tax  and  bank  and  corporate  income  tax  interest,  depredation  or  taxes  attributable  to  such  substandard  structiire.  H  correction  work  Is 
mot  completed  or  being  diligenUy,  expeditloiBly  and  contlnuotisly  prosecuted  after  six  (6)  months  from  the  date  of  this  notice,  notification  will  be  sent  to  the 
irnmchise  Tax  Board  as  provideci  In  Action  17264<c)  of  the  Revenue  and  Taxation  Code.  


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT  INSPECTOR 

L  L  UtchflGld.  P.E 

Superintendent 

Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


>0O3M(12rM) 


By: 


u  im  Nh  „^  ^, — - 

(Inspscior  —  Print  Mama) 


/:^V^\  '\\\\K. 


Inspector  Signature 


at  □ 

Buildng  Inspection  Division 
Room  201 , 450  McAllister  SL 

558-6096 

□ 

Housing  Inspectran  Division 
Room  302. 450  McAllister  SL 

558-6220 

□ 

Electrical  Inspectkjn  Division 
Room  103, 450  McAllister  SL 

558-6030 

□ 

Plumbing  Inspectkin  Division 
Room  103, 4S0  McAllister  SL 

558-6054 

□ 

Code  Enforcement  Division 
Room  260. 1390  Mari(et  SL 

554-8742 

i 


and  County  of  San  Francisco 


NOTICE  OF  VIOLATION 


Department  of  Public  Work* 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspectlor 


of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Codes  Regarding  Unsafe, 
Substandard  or  Noncomplying  Structure  or  I-and  or  Occupancy  Thereof 


(  FIRST  NOTICEJ^ 
SECOND  NOTICE 
OTHER 


NOTICE  DATE 


(CIRCLE  ONE) 
ADDRESS   602-606    MISSION  ST. 


(^BCrBuildng  Code      PC-Plumbing  Code 
H?^-Housing  Code      MC-Mechanical  Code 
EC-EIectricai  Coda 


VIOLATION  DESCRIPTION:  This  bujJ.dlng  la  unsafe  due  to  the  following; 


CODE/SECTION* 


9.  Inadequate  aalntenance 


10.  Abandonmemt 


11.  This  building  Is  declared  to  be  a  public  nuisance  due  to  violations  1-10 
above . 


7<;v^f  90fi 


THE  FOLLOWING  CORRECTIVE  ACTION  IS  REQUIRED: 


□  STOP  ALL  WORK 


See  -age  o»e  of  this  Notice 


INVESTIGATION  FEE  OR 
OTHER  FEE  WILL  APPLY 

APPROX.  DATE  OF 

WORK  W/O  PERMff  


A  9x  Foe  (Wori<  w/o  Pemiit  after  1/1/1967) 

Reinspedion  Fee  , 
n  Olher  


A  2x  Fee  (Work  ExcaecSnq  Scope  of  Permit  ci 
work  w/o  permit  from  3/1/60  to  1/1/67) 


Penalty  (Work  w/o  permit  prior  to  9/1/90) 


Pursuant  to  SFBC  304fe)  and  332 J  Investigation  fees  are  charged  for  work  begim  without  permits  or  for  work  exceeding  the  scope  of  permita.  Such  fees  may 
be  atTpealcd  to  the  Board  of  Permits  Appeab  within  15  davs  of  permit  action  .  Room  154-A.  Qty  Hall,  554-6720. 


WAEJ"^1NG!  Failure  to  take  immediate  action  as  required  to  correct  the  above  violations  will  result  In  abatement  i 
I*ubUc  Works.  If  an  Order  of  Abatement  Is  recorded  aminat  this  property  the  owner  will  be  billed  or  the  property  will  be  1 
code  enforcement  process  from  the  posting  of  the  first  r^otice  of  Vloladon*  until  all  coats  are  paid.  SFBC  203(b)  &  3323 


I  by  the  Department  of 
[  for  accosts  incurred  in  the 


W  ARNTNGI  Anyone  who  derives  rental  income  from  hotising  determined  by  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  to  be  substandard  cannot  deduct  from 
stale  personal  income  tax  and  bank  and  corporate  income  tax  interest,  depredation  or  taxes  attributable  to  such  substandard  structure.  If  correction  work  is 
not  completed  or  being  diligently,  expeditiously  and  continuously  prosecuted  after  six  (6)  months  from  the  date  of  this  notice,  notification  will  be  sent  to  the 
Franchise  Tax  Board  as  providea  in  Section  17264(c)  of  the  Revenue  and  Taxation  Code.  ^  


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT  INSPECTOR 

L  L  UtchfiaW,  P.E 
Superintendent 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspectkin 


M9003M(12/M) 


Inspector  Signature 


(Inspecw  —  Print  Name) 


3t  □    Buildng  Inspection  Division 

Room  201 . 450  McAflister  St.  558-6096 

I   I    Housing  lnspectk>n  Division 

Room  302,  450  McAllister  SL    .  558-622C 

I   I    Electrical  Inspectkjn  Division 

Room  1 03,  450  K4cAJlister  SL  558-6G3C 

□     Plumbing  Inspection  Divisnn 

Room  103.  450  McAnister  SL  558-605-: 

I   I    Code  Enforcement  Division 

Room  260.  1 390  Market  SL  554-6742 


I 


March  26,  1992 


R.  J.  Evans 

Director  of  Public  Works 
City  of  San  Francisco 
City  Hall,   Room  260 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Subject:     602-604  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA 


Dear  Mr.  Evans: 

I  recently  wrote  you,  copy  enclosed,  in  response  to  your 
letter  of  3/20/92.  In  my  letter  I  asked  for  a  list  of 
violations  on  subject  that  was  mentioned  in  your 
correspondence.  In  apparent  cross-mailing,  I  just  received 
a  Notice  of  Violation  dated  3/18/92,  wherein  your  inspector, 
J.  Whipple,  has  listed  eight  violations,  which  I  hereby 
respond  to  as  follows: 

1.  This  non-jssue  has  already  been  addressed  ad 
nauseum.  My  engineers  and  City  engineers  have 
already  stated  on  record  that  the  north  and  south 
elevations  are  secured  and  not  unsafe  and  have 
been  so  for  some  time-.  Read  the  reports.  At 
least  read  the  Dagenkolb  report  of  10/15/91,  that 
was  requested  by  the  City. 

2.  Same  response  as  number  one  above. 

3.  More  harassment.  Did  anyone  at  your  Code 
Enforcement  Division  read  the  engineering  reports 
regarding  subject,  specifically  the  Dagenkolb 
reports  and  the  Chin  &  Hensolt  report  of  2/24/92? 

4.  To  settle  this  point,  the  Fire  Department  should 
do  an  inspection  of  subject.  The  fire  pump  in 
the  building  is  checked  and  it  is  always 
operational . 

5.  Virtually  all  debris  has  been  removed  from  the 
subject.  As  we  understand  the  relevant  section, 
there  is  adequate  egress. 

6.  More  harassment.  The  outer  lobby  and  front  of 
the  gate  is  regularly  cleaned  three  times  weekly. 


t 


7. 


The  operative  term  here  is  "The  unsafe 
condition..,".  As       already       and  clearly 

established  by  professionals,  an  unsafe  condition 
does  not  exist. 


8 


As  we  interpret  the  relevant  section  as 
applicable  to  subject,  and  given  the  secured 
status  of  subject,   this  is  a  non-issue. 


Given  that  the  Code  Enforcement  Section  long  ago  determined 
to  "throw  the  book  at  me",  my  advisers  and  I  view  the  Notice 
of  Violation  as  more  harassment.  Mr.  Whipple  made  it  clear 
to  me  long  ago  that  he  was  "...going  to  get  me";  he  said  as 
much  to  my  architect,  Ron  Wallace.  Mr.  Whipple  called  me 
repeatedly  at  7  A.M.  at  my  home  threatening  my  wife  and  I 
that  he  would  make  sure  I  would  have  trouble  regarding 
subject  "...every  step  of  the  way." 

I  realize  you  have  other  duties  to  address,  but  I  suggest 
before  this  harassment  gets  to  the  court  and  the  media,  that 
you  send  the  Notice  of  Violation,  copy  enclosed,  and  relate 
the  specific  violations  to  the  correspondence  and 
engineering  reports  of  record.  We  submit  this  notice  of 
3/18/92  was  issued  by  Mr.  Whipple  even  though  he  obviously 
had  complete  knowledge  of  the  City's  and  my  own  engineering 
reports.  As  just  one  example,  relate  the  City's  consulting 
engineer,  Degenkolb,  report  of  10/15/91  to  the  pertinent 
violations  on  the  notice.  In  the  opinion  of  my  structural 
engineer,  the  City's  own  consultant  report  of  10/15/91 
effectively  addresses  the  wall  issue  created  by  VJhipple  in 
his  notice  of  3/18/92. 

If  the  Code  Enforcement  Section  insists  on  the  harassment, 
you  realize  that  it  is  going  to  cause  the  City  to  spend 
prosecution  money  and  possibly  expose  it  to  damages. 

The  fundamental  concern  is  and  must  be  public  safety.  This 
concern  has  been  satisfactorily  addressed  and  is  a  matter  of 
record . 

This  has  been  a  ridiculous  waste  of  time  made  only  necessary 
apparently  by  Mr.  Whipple,  who  seems  to  be  a  troubled  man 
with  another  agenda. 

Please  advise. 


Sincerely , 


Jack  Mason 


SuVv^  Jkebx.    lu^  clUuL,    Pisuo^  ^-^^  ^^i^^|UJ^ 


0^ 


'^3 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


May  22,  1992 


Mr.  Jack  Mason 

350  Claremont  Blvd. 

San  Francisco,  California  94010 


John  T.  and  Mary  K.  Mason 
920  Secibury  Road 
Hillsborough,  California  94010 


Department  of  Public  Works 

Office  of  the  Director 


604  Mission  Street 
Earthquake  Damage 


Dear  Mr.  Mason: 


This  letter  is  in  response  to  your  letters  to  this  office  of  March 
23  and  March  26,  1992  regarding  abatement  action  underway  against 
tM^bunding  and  the  status  of  the  construction  of  a  temporary 
canopy  along  the  Mission  Street  side  of  this  building. 

A  reinsDection  of  your  property  at  604  Mission  Street  on  May  6, 
1992  ^rinspector  J^  WhipplI  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 
code  Enforcement  Division  revealed  that  work  ^^^^^^^^ 
the  installation  of  a  canopy  covering  the  sidewalk  m  front  of  604 
Mission  Street  was  not  complete.  Mrs.  Kimball,  of  your  office  was 
adviseS  by  inspector  Whipple  on  May  11,  1992  of  the  specific  items 
retiring  completion,  including  proper  anchorage  of  th^  canopy  to 
tha  buildina    provision  of  reflective  tape  on  the  scaffolding,  and 
proper  attaShmen^ or  St  members  to  the  »c«rrold  ^^^^cH^t^. 

L    previously    indicated   by    this    office    m    ^^JT /arch    20  1992 
correspondence,  no  occupancy  of  any  portion  of  ^^^^ 
be   pei^itted   until    all   work   on    this    canopy   has    been  properly 
completed  and  inspected  by  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

The  canopy  construction  work  at  604  Mission  Street  is  being  done 
under  Emergency  Order  #158,046,  approved  °"  November  27 ,  1991.  That 
order  required  you,  the  owner,  to  begin  work  withm  60  hours  of  the 
?ssSance^f  the^ Order;  following  that  time  ^he^^IPf  ^^^^"f  ^^l.^^ 
directed  to  initiate  action  to  design  and  erect  the  canopy.  That 


(415)  554-6920 


Room  260.  City  Hal 


San  Francisco  94102 


order  indicates  that  costs  incurred  by  the  City  are  to  be  paxd  from 
the  Repair  and  Demolition  Fund  and  such  expenditures  are  subject  to 
becoming  a  tax  lien  against  the  property. 

Following  your  failure  to  comply  with  the  Director's  Order  in  a 
timely  manner,  the  Department  of  Public  Works  incurred  substantial 
costs  for  engineering  review  and  canopy  design  in  preparation  for 
construction  work  to  be  undertaken  on  an  emergency  basis  by  this 
Department.  Further  costs  have  been  incurred  follow-up 
engineering  review  and  inspection  after  you  proceeded  with  the 
canopy  construction  work  in  February,  1992.  When  work  on  this 
canopy  is  completed,  whether  by  you  or  by  the  Department  of  Public 
Works,  you  will  receive  a  bill  for  all  costs  incurred  by  the  Bureau 
of  Building  Inspection  and  other  City  agencies.  Failure  to  pay  that 
bill  will  result  in  tax  lien  proceedings  as  detailed  in  San 
Francisco  Building  Code  Section  203. 

The  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  is  proceeding  with  abatement 
action  against  the  property  at  604  Mission  Street  for  unsafe 
conditions  as  detailed  on  Notices  of  Violation  dated  March  18  and 
March  24,  1992.  This  action  is  required  under  the  San  Francisco 
Building  Code  with  respect  to  maintenance  and  repair  of  this 
building.  Understandably,  the  complexities  and  costs  related  to 
earthquake  damage  repair  of  this  large  building  require  substantial 
time  to  address.  It  is  now,  however,  two  and  one  half  years  after 
the  Loma  Prieta  earthquake  and  you  have  undertaken  no  repair  work 
other  than  temporary  emergency  stabilization  and  protective  work. 
The  chain-link  fencing  wrapping  the  facade  of  the  building  to  hold 
loose  bricks  and  pieces  of  the  structure  from  falling  was  designed 
and  installed  as  a  short-term  hazard  mitigation  measure.  Other 
work,  including  the  canopy  now  under  construction,  has  also  been 
approved  for  only  emergency,  short-term  hazard  mitigation  purposes. 

This  building  may  not  continue  to  be  maintained  in  its  current 
unsafe  condition.  Repair  or  demolition  action  is  required  to 
protect  the  safety  of  the  public.  You  will  shortly  be  notified  of 
the  time  and  date  for  a  Director's  Hearing  regarding  this  property. 
At  that  hearing  you  will  have  a  further  opportunity  to  present  your 
casa  as  to  why  an  Order  of  Abatemant  should  not  ba  recorded  against 
this  property. 


we  are  looking  forward  to  your  cooperation  in  completing  the  proper 
installation  of  the  canopy  at  604  Mission  Street  and  in  addressing 
the  ongoing  problems  related  to  the  unsafe  building.  For  further 
information  on  City  actions  regarding  this  building  please  contact 
L.  Komfield,  Chief  Building  Inspector,  at  554-8742. 


Very  truly  yours, 


/       J£)hn  E.  Cribbs 
A^'^irector  of  Public  Works 


May  25,  1992 


J.E.  Cribbs 

Director 

Public  Works 

City  of  San  Francisco 

City  Hall,  Room  260 

San.  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Subject:     604  Mission 

Dear  Mr.  Cribbs: 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  5/22/92  regarding  subject. 
You  raised  several  points  therein  that  need  to  be  addressed. 

Regarding  the  matter  of  the  front  scaffold,  Access 
Scaffolding,  the  contractor  retained  to  erect  the  scaffold, 
will  testify  that  Mr.  Whipple  continued  to  delay  the 
reopening  of  the  store  through  his  breaking  of  appointments 
with  Access  at  the  site  and  his  unreasonable  expansion  of 
the  written  requirements  to  erect  the  scaffold  as  per  the 
City's  order  #157,501.  Access  has  advised  me  that  it  has 
not  been  subjected  to  such  arbitrary  and  capricious 
treatment  by  any  other  City  inspector  at  any  of  its  other 
erection  sites  throughout  the  city.  I  am  advised  by  others, 
including  my  architect,  R.  Wallace,  widely  known  and 
respected,  and  in  your  own  Department,  that  Mr.  Whipple  is 
considered  to  be  unreasonable.  Be  assured  that  presuming 
this  matter  is  litigated,  I  will  seek  damages  not  only  from 
the  City,  but  certainly  from  Mr.  Whipple  personally,  if 
permissable  by  the  courts. 

As  to  the  matter  of  costs  for  the  canopy,  I  will 
contend  that  issuance  of  the  Emergency  Order  #158,046  was 
unwarranted.  The  facts,  I  think,  will  be  found  by  the 
courts  to  be  sufficiently  compelling.  I  suggest  you  have 
the  Code  Enforcement  Unit  of  the  City  Attorney's  Office 
review  previQus  City  cQcreapQn^sncs  an^  agts  where  it  will 
be  conclusively  shown,  among  other  points,  the  prior  front 
canopy  was  City-approved,  and  further  that  there  has  been  no 
change  in  building  status  from  that  approval  to  the  Whipple 
complaint-driven  issuance  of  Order  #158,046.  You  should 
consider  asking  your  Code  Enforcement  Unit  what  was  the 
motivation  to  seek  the  issuance  of  Order  #158,046,  when  your 
Department  had  already  approved  the  previous  front  scaffold. 
I  submit  that  the  City  will  find  it  a  rigorous  mission  to 
substantiate  the  order*  issuance. 


2. 


In  the  unlikely  event  that  the  Court  finds  the  issuance 
of  158,046  appropriate,  Mr.  Kornfield  stated  clearly  to  me 
that  I  would  sustain  no  costs,  design  or  otherwise,  if  I 
erected  a  front  scaffold  which  I  have  done.  I  am  counseled 
that  an  imposition  of  an  unfounded  tax  lien  on  a  private 
property  is  basis  for  slander  of  title. 

For  some  reason  you  have  found  it  necessary  to 
presently  ignore  the  matter-of-fact  record  factual  points  I 
raised  in  my  letter  of  3/  26/92  to  your  predecessor,  D. 
Evans.  My  correspondence  responds  to  each  and  every  so- 
called  violation  Mr.  Whipple  set  forth  in  the  Notices  of 
Violation,  dated  3/18/92  and  3/24/92.  As  you  state  in  the 
last  paragraph  of  your  letter  to  me  of  5/22/92,  the  proper 
issue  regarding  subject  is  that  of  public  safety.  No  City- 
retained  engineering  report,  including  the  latest  one  of 
Dagenkolb,  has  stated  in  even  an  implied  sense,  that  repair 
or  demolition  action  is  required  to  protect  the  safety  of 
the  public.  On  the  contrary,  the  building  is  considered 
secured  and  of  no  such  threat.  Please  review  my  engineers 
reports  as  well. 

You  stated  in  your  letter  of  5/22/92  that  I  had  not 
undertaken  any  repair  work.  Virtually  all  architectural  and 
engineering  work  for  a  104f  seismic  retrofit  has  been  done, 
at  my  expense  of  about  $60,000.  Also  the  subject  has  been 
cleared  of  virtually  all  building  debris,  save  for  about 
seven  bags  of  plaster  and  mesh.  In  fact,  we  made  a 
submittal  to  the  City  last  year  for  the  construction  permit. 
My  architect  received  a  response  requesting  additional 
engineering  calculations  and  further  information  on 
disability  modifications.  The  basic  issue  here  is  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  a  construction  loan  in  the 
approximate  amount  of  $.550,0C0  to  $.750,000  to  effect  the 
seismic  work  and  reopen  the  office  building.  I  have  been 
long  advised  that  I  am  not  required  to  upgrade  to  a  104f 
status,  but  I  may  presently  elect  to  rebuild  to  a  bolts  plus 
status  at  significantly  lower  cost. 

If  I  am  unable  to  obtain  any  government  financing  for 
the  104f  retrofit  of  subject,  I  think  that  I  will  be  able  to 
obtain  other  financing  in  less  than  twelve  months  to  start 
the  project.  Financing  may  occur  sooner,  but  with  the 
current  market  it  will  not  be  in  six  months. 

I  previously  wrote  to  D.  Evans  indicating  that  I  would 
be  receptive  to  some  reasonable  settlement  of  design  costs 
rather    than   arguing   this   lessor  point,   overall,    in  court. 
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I  remain  willing  to  try  to  effect  a  settlement  but 
apparently,  there  is  no  interest  at  D.P.W.  Further,  I 
remain  willing  to  seek  some  agreement  with  the  Cxty  as  to 
the  future  status  of  subject,  so  as  to  avoid  a  potentially 
significant  outlay  of  time  and  money  to  argue  the  matter 
before  the  courts.  As  an  experienced  and  successful- 
to-date  plaintiff,  (I  have  never  been  a  defendant  in  any 
serious  litigation),  in  real  estate  litigation,  if  I  have 
no  choice  but  to  seek  the  interests  of  the  courts,  I  will 
vigorously  do  so. 

Please  advise. 

Sincerely, 


Jack  Mason 


J;  ■  Phone  number  of  contact  person  and  architect's/ 

engineer's  nailing  address. 


1.  Other: 


4. 


Apply,  for  a  building  permit  within 


days  to  couple* 


te  recommended  repairs.  WorX  should  be  inspected  as  no- 
ted on  the  permit  application,  plans  and  in  accordance 
with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.  After  the  final 
inspection  is  ■  ■  performed  by  the  District  Building 
Inspector  or  a  re-classification  may  be  requested  by  you 
or  your  agent.  Refer  to  #3  above  for  information  that 
should  be  included  in  engineer's/architect's  letter.  Mail 
this  request  for  reclassification  to  Earthquake  Response 
Program,  450  McAllister,  Room  101,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94102  or  deliver  in  person  to  1390  Market  St(Fox  Plaza 
Building)  Room  260. 

For  further  information  please  contact  Building  Inspector  

vllv^  V^^Wi^  at  554-8742  or  554-8727  Monday  through  Friday 
from  8:00  -  -to  5:00  p.m.    Thank  you  for  cooperation  in  this  matter. 


Very  truly  yours. 


L.L.  Litchfield,  P.E. 
Superintandent 

Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


Kcmf  ield 
g  Inspector 
ent  Division 


By :  Laur 
Chief  Bu 
Cede  En 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


DATE 


Dear  Property  Owner: 
This  office  received  the 


Department  of  Public  Work 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspectio 


PROPERTY  LOCATED  AT?^ 
BLOCK:  3l0l   LOT  01 3 


Jj^^^^^^      Based  on  this  report,  the 


following  action  has  been/must  be  taken: 


1. 


The  above  mentioned  propei^ty  ha 

»  u^\re/p  6WTt>^'*c»^0u)iH^.  Re 

of  "earthqualce  damage  cla^sifi 


2. 


3  . 


has  been  reclassified  to  

Refer  to  the  attached  siimmary 
««^wJqaa3ce  damage  classifications"  for  explanation. 

No  further  action  from  you  is  required  by  this  office  at 
this  time.  Please  note  however  that  permits  are  required 
for  following  work:   ,  '  '   


Request  your  engineer  or  architect  to  submit  additional 
information  as  noted  below.  Please :  submit  this 
information  to  the  address  listed  in  #4  below. 

a.        Detailed  evalua-ion  of  earthquake  damage  to  the 

building. 

b.        Safety  of  entire  structure  for  occupancy. 

c.        Safety  of  possible  earthquake  damaged    elements  cr 

areas,  specifically;  


d.  Effect  upon  neighboring  prcpezrty  at 

e.  _ 
f 


Scope  of  work  required  to  reclassify  the  property. 
Recommendations  for  recair  work. 


Category  of  recommended  reclassification  based  on 
"earthquake  damage  classification"  as  attached 
(unsafe,  secured,  limited  entry,  inspected) • 

h.        Verification    by    your    architect    or    engineer  of 

compliance  with  City  Ordinance  415-39.  A  copy  of  the 
ordinance  is  enclosed. 

i.        Architect 's/engineer»  3  wet  signature  and  wet  stamp 


{415)  558- 


450  McAilistar  Str0«t 


San  Francisco  94102 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


SUMMARY  OF  EARTHQUAKE  DAMAGED  BUILDINGS  CLASSIFICATION 


"INSPECTED"  (GREEN) 


No  restriction  on  use  or  occupancy. 


"LIMITED  ENTRY"    (YELLOW)   Specific     designated     portions     of  the 

building  are  or  may  be  unsafe.  Owner  has 
to  repair  hazards  as  recommended  by  his 
engineer  or  architect.  Permits  may  be 
required  per  Sec. 301   (a)  S.F.B.C. 


"UNSAFE"  (RED) 


"SECURED"   (RED  SECURED) 


"DEMOLISHED" 


Do  not  enter  or  occupy.  Building  is  in 
state  making  it  a  life-safety  hazard.  Such 
building  require  repair,  temporary  shoring 
or  other  action  to  reduce  the  level  of 
hazard. 

Building  does  not  create  a  hazard  to 
adjoining  structures  or  to  any  street  or 
public  way,  including  sidewalk,  but  is 
unsafe  for  occupancy  or  use.  A  building 
may  be  classified  "Secured"  based  upon 
conditions  at  the  time  of  inspection  or 
when  work  under  building  permit  has  been 
completed  to  shore  up,  brace,  partially 
demolish  or  otherwise  secure  the  building. 
This  work  shall  be  done  under  tiie 
direction  of  a  California  licensed  Civil 
or  Structural  Engineer.  The  "Secured" 
classification  is  granted  when  a  properly 
prepared  special  inspection  report  or 
other  verification  of  proper  completion 
of  work  is  received  and  approved  by  Bureau 
of  Building  Inspection  (BBI) . 

Building  demolished  under  Director's  order 
or  permit. 


(415)  558- 


450  McAllister  StrMt 


San  Francisco  94102 
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^u.  /Ma  .  6oR>|yk  ^   ^v^c^AK^  .^K^^Njl^ 


=ICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
OPERTY  CONSERVATION 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HE/VRING 


pellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
Nr  See  &  Chun  Pui  EtAl  


Dace:        September  2.  1992 


1841  Mason  Street 


San  Francisco,  OA  94133 


Natiure  of  Appeal: 

\  X  I      Director's  Order 

\      I      Franchise  Tax  Board  Noci: 

I       I      Superincendenc '  s  Complai: 
Waived  Hearing 

\      I  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 
BLOCK  0100 


1839  Mason  St, 


LOT  004 


A??E."vL  NO, 
INSPECTOR 


6463        S-NC-DEq  DA 


Derrill  Langer 


ear  Appellanc: 

his  is  CO  serve  nocics  Chan  your  appeal,   filed  uich  che  Abatemer.c  Appeals  Board  on 
August  12.   1992  .  will  be  heard  by  che  Board  ac  1:20  p.ni.   on       September  23.  1992 


n  RooQ  232,  Cicy  Hall,   San  Francisco,  CA. 

f  further  inforniacion  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  che  Abacernenc  Division  of  che 
epartaenc  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any ^ 
ocumencs  and  infortiation  chac  may  supporc  your  appeal  such  as  concracts,  peraics, 
.zz.     Failure  Co  be  represenced  will  conscicute  an  automatic  denial. 

:cu  are  entitled  Co  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  co  have  with 
ou  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abacernenc  Appeals  Board 

*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant.  /, 
A  copy  was  sent  to  Appellant's  agent. 


PCD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(415)    558-6168         A50  McAlliscer   Screec,    Room  301,   Sun  Francisco,   CA  9A102 


AI'llAL  IILItn. 
Frie  appeal  willi 

emenl  Appeals  Board  (AAb)  T-,,^  />DnTEMENT  nrrnnLS  PiinRi) 

190  Market  St..  Suite  250 

ian  Francisco,  CA  9410Z  ^^^^  oND  county  of  s^n  FRnNCiBCO 

I   Tel.  No.  554-8742 

FiilNn  FEE:  $  5/t.60  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Appel lant 


Opppal  Number 


The  underBigned  appellant  hereby  appeal,  to  the  '^^^^.^'"'^"^^^^^f ' " 
Board,   pursuant   to  Section  203.1  of   the  Building  ^ode     Part  II, 
Chapter   I,   of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal   Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  tlierewith; 


<n  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,   on   _  '  


(2)  The^ffected  premises  are  located  at  '  ^ \l   "  ^  ^  ' 

WA^^ty^^  ^San  Francisco.     They  contain 

 ^  dwelling  units  and   grooming  units. 

—  V.  >  

(3)  (State  in'ordinary  and  concise  lannunge  the  '^P'^^  *  J  *^ /'f  Vlr  t.. 
of  the  action  appealed   from,   together  with  any  material  facts 

relating  thereto) 


(4)  (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you 

appealed  action  should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) 


.1  /'    ^/'/p  C 


(Attach  an  additional  sheet   if  necessary) 

(5)  The  undersigned   is  the  owner/agent,    (state  which)   of  the 
premises  described   in  Paragraph   (2)  above  _ 


(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Telephone  Number  :   ,f  / '/ 


U 

Signature  of  Appellant 


I 


30 


J-.' 


File  Appeal    with   th.  Ah.l  en,n,.t.   Appnnl.   nonr<l  (AAP), 


Fo 


y  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

DATE:  07/31/92 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
1839   MASON  ST 
BLOCK:    0100      LOT:  004 
SEQ:    01    CASE:  DAO 

NG   SEE  £   CHUN  PUI  ETAL 
1841    MASON  ST 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 

94  133 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


i-':.  J  I-.:.::.  -  ' 
Sail  Tf-y 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
NG   SEE  £   CHUN  PUI  S   STANTON  B 


INSPECTOR:   

DISTRICT:  38A 


CT:  103 


against  the  property  at  the  locftto^     t  "irector  of  Puhlio  Works 

IHE  OWHER  iiAS  REPRESENTED.        ^  "P""ntative   of  the 

Director . 

anraet"i::ine:  tT'/oxll.l':'"''''''  '^-^i"^-   the  Director  fi„as 

oTt\e"%1r"oL"/::L'^i;r„'i8\"  "  the  oraer 

2.  That  the  conditlons  are  as  '""^  *°  t*-^  hearing.  " 
superintendent  of  the  Burp^f  ^  f  "  complaint  of  the 

3.  That  the  condition  of  safd^/  Bunding  Inspection. 

sance  under  the  ter^s  of  the luildlno^rf""*"  '  """^^ 
County  Of  San  Francisco  Building  code  of  the  City  and 

per"^:h":°o^„\%"„\^  ^uitr'it'  r ^»        ^^te  of  this 

U^it  and  con,piet°:  1^.1  ^  r"":o":s%*:r"y  to  hf/a'^ 

conformance  uith  the  San  7ranc?!'"?'r,  I?.""?  building 


conformance  with  the  sL  ;  "^"^"^ry  to  iring  s 
Nhall  com.ence^\o*i%rd:^:":rthif":id^\-  ' 


The  time  period 


5XPEAL:    Pursuant  to  Section  203   ft^     -f  4-1. 

khis  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  LlL^^L^T  ^^^^^^^^o  Building  Code, 
"ust  be  in  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  ^h   '^ri'  ^"^"'^ '  ^P^^^^^- 
t  FoK  Plaza,   sm-te  250,    1390  nlr^tt  H       1^  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
::iled  With  the  Secretar^  of  the  Board^^^^^     (554-8742),   and  must  be 

the  Board  withm  TEN   (lO)   DAYS  of  08/18/92 
iwneir  * 


fwner 
ile  (2) 

ID  (5)  (1  Signed) 
pproved:  07/22/92 


Very  Truly  Yours, 


irector  of  Public  WorJ^s 


■    CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


:e  of  the  secretary 

:*PERTY  CONSERVATION 


ar  Appellan;:: 

is  is  :o  serve  nocice  chac  your  appeal,   filed  uich  che  Abaierner.c  Appeals  Board  oa 
Aug.  20,  1992 .  vill  be  heard  by  che  Beard  ac  1:30  p-.-n.  on      September  23,  1992 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
Stoneson  Development  Corp, 


Date : 


September  2.  1992 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


c/o  JMB  Realty  Corporation 
900  N  Michigan    Av.,     10th  Fl 
Chicago,  IL  60611 


X 


□ 


Direccor's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Noci: 

Superincendenc ' s  Complai: 
Waived  Hearing 

0::lier 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  75-97  Buckingham  Wy 
BLOCK  7296 


LOT 


004 


APPE^'J.  NO, 
INSPECTOR 


6A64      S-NC-DEQ  DA 


Derrill  Langer 


RooQ  i3Z,  Cicy  Kail,   San  Francisco,  CA. 
further  infor^acion  is  desired,  please  inquire  ac  che  Abaceraenc  Division  of  che 
?arr=enc  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  AfO  HcAllisc-r  Screec.     Please  bring  any ^ 
curnencs  and  infornacion  chac  may  supporc  your  appeal  such  as  concraccs,  per:nics, 
z.     Failure  co  be  represented  will  conscicuca  an  aucomacic  denial. 

u  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  wicnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
u  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abacemenc  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant  and  a  copy 
was  sent  to  appellant's  agent- 

A 


CD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

A15)   558-6163         A50  McAlllscer  Street,   Room  301.   Sun  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


.(e  aupeal  wilti 

,t  Appeals  Boa.d  (AAB)  ADrtTEMENT  OPPEALS  DDORD 

Market  St  Suite  2bU  " 

rancisco/CA  94102  ^^^^  ^.j^Y  HND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRnNCIBCO 

.1  No.  554-8742 

Kir.  FFE:  ^  54.60  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Stoneson  Development  Corp. 
c/o  JMB  Realty  Corporation 

Appellant 


Appe«l  Numbwr. 


«r,«,tii«  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Th.  undersigned  appellant  hereby  «PP-«'/g*t,^,„g  Code.  Part  II, 
Board,  P--"-^  *°s^rF  tncisc;  nu-nicipa,   Code,   and  .aKes  the 
^^otro^ln  'aT  e*'  tlon".  Tn^connect ion  therewith. 


nf-  a  public  hearing  by  the 
(1)  The  order  appealed  ^ro.  was  made  at  a  p..  ^ 

Director  of  Public  Works,  ^^J^'^^  ^'^^  ,  92   

San  Francisco,  on   i"^"^^  


C2)  The  affected  premises  are  ^-^^^^^f,^,,. 

 — .  —   .  0 

16  dwelling  units  and   _ 


75-97  Buckingham  Way 


jdwelling  units  and 


Ihey  contain 
 rooming  units- 


<3) 


of  the  action  appealed  from,  together  wi  n 
relating  thereto) 

on  the  front  outside  entry  doors  to  i 
presently  do  not  lock. 


<4,  <8t.t-  th.  "h!  moSlfl-S  or  r-v»r«d  by  thl.  bo.rd) 

appealed  action  .hould  ^-  °  ,„,,3Ued  on  the 

Relief  fron,  the  requirement  that  ^^^"^^  purposes  of  the  S.F.  Security 
front  exterior  exit  doors,  '^^"''f^'^ Jred  by  the  Installation  of 

Ordinance  which  was  cited  would  not  ^/^^^^  Abatement  Appeals 

such  deadlatch  locks.     Owner  hereby  [  ^  „f  Examiners  . 

Board  refer  this  matter  for  ""-f^^^^^^^'^f  instruction  methods 
rord"thrbfsfs  :f^"l^Mr:rr.rflndln/that  the  bulldlns  is  unsafe. 

(Attach  an  additional  sheet  if  necessary) 

Stones  town  Apartments,   ^^^^   _  

__^n  Francisco     CA  94132^^^^ 
Telephone  Number:   — 


Datedi 


August  19 


Signntwrn  of  ni)pF»llnnt 


r  1  oix- 1  I  V   M.in.i)'.<-  f 


y  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


CODE    ENFORCEnEHT  DIVISION 

DATE:  08/12/92 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
75-97    BUCKINGHAH  WY 
BLOCK:    7296      LOT:  004 
SES:    03   CASE:  DAO 

STO?{ESON   DEVELOPHEHT  CCRP 
%   JIIB   REALTY  CORPORATION 
900   N  niCHIGAN   AV    10TH  FL 
CHICAGO  IL 


606  1  1 


OHHER'S  NAIIE: 
ST0NE50N   DEVELOPnENT  CORP 


INSPECTOR:   

DISTRICT:  37A 


CT:  332 


ORDER    OF    ABATEHENT    UNDER   SECTION    2 0  3  -  2 0 3 ,  R_PJL-T HE 
BUILDING    CODE  REGULAR  ORDER   NO.     1  6 0 M  1 8 

Hearing  of   the   complaint  of   the   Superintendent  of   the   Bureau  of  Build- 
ing  Inspection  on  file  in  the   office   of   the   Director   of   Public  Works 
against   the   property   at   the   location  shown   above   was   held   on  08/12/92 
in   accordance   with   the   DPH   HEARING   ORDER  NO.  159088. 
The   hearing  was   conducted   by  a  representative   of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS  REPRESENTED. 


Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  hearing, 
and   determines    as  follows: 


the   Director  finds 


That  notice   has    been  duly   given  as    regiiired   by   law   and   the  order 
of   the   Director,   more   than  48  hours   prior   to   the  hearing. 
That   the   conditions   are   as   stated   in   the   complainb  of  the 
Superintendent   of   the   Bureau  of   Bxiilding  Inspection. 
That  the   condition  of  said   structure   constitutes   a  piiblic  nui- 
sance  under    the    terms   of   the    Building   Code   of   the   City  and 
County   of   San  Francisco. 


The   Director   hereby   orders    that  within      60    DAYS   of   the   date   of  this 
order,    the   owner   or   his   representative   shall  have   issued   to  him  a 
permit  and   complete   the   work  necessary  to   bring   said   building  into 
conformance  with  the   San  Francisco   Building  Code.      The   time  period 
shall  commence   from  the   date   of   this  order. 

APP5AL '    Pursuant    to    Section    203. (t)    of    the    San   Francisco   Building  Code 
this   order  may   be   appealed   to   the   Abatement  Appeals   Board.  Appeals 
must  be   in  writing   on  forms   obtained   from  the   Abatement  Appeals  Board 


at  Fox  Pla: 
filed  with 


on 

;a,  Suite  250  , 
the  Secretary 


0  wne  r 
File  (2) 

BID  ( 5  )  (1  Signed  ) 
Approved:  08/12/92 


(4  15  )554-8742 


1  390   Ilarket   Street    (  554-8742  ),    and  must  be 
of   the   Board   within  TEN   (10)    DAYS   of  09/08/92 


uly^You^j^s-r^ 


/y^hn   E.  Cribbs 
Mjirector   of   Public  Works 


1390    MARKET    ST  SUITE 


37 A-P20-P20-008 

250    SAN    FRANCISCO  94102 


jpellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
Charles  W.  Syme 


)ear  Aopellar.c: 

•his  is  zo  serve  nocice  chac  your  appeal,   filed  uich  che  Abare::ier.c  Appeals  Board  on 
Aug.  24,   1992  ,  will  be  heard  by  che  Beard  ac  1:30  p.:r\.   on       September  23,  1992 


■    CITY  AND  COUNTT  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


FICE  OF  THE  SKRETaRY 
:OPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


Dace 


September  2,  1992 


Nacure  or  Appeal: 


3615      22nd  Street 


San  Francisco,  "C5 — 55rnr 


□ 


Direccor's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Noci 

Siiperin»endenc '  s  CompLai 
Waived  Hearing 


\      I  Ochej 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  3615-17  22nd  Street 
BLOC-:    3628   LOT  035 


APPE.'-J.  NO .  6465 
INSPECTOR 


S-NC-DEQ  DC 


Derrill  Langer 


,n  RocQ  232,  Ciry  Hall,   San  Francisco,  CA. 
'z  fur-her  ir.foroacicn  is  desired,  please  inquire  a-  che  Abacemenc  Division  of  che 
3eoarz=er.C  cf  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  HcAlliscer  Screec.     Please  bring  any _ 
iccunencs  and  infor=acica  chac  may  supporc  your  appeal  such  as  concraccs,  per^iics, 

Failure  Co  be  reprssenced  will  conscicuce  an  aucomacic  denial. 
■:ou  are  encicled  co  appear  personally  vich  your  wicnesses,  if  any,  and  co  have  vich 
vou  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abacetnenc  Appeals  Board 


*    Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant  and  a  copy  was 
sent  to  his  agent. 


PCD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(415)   558-6163  '      A50  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  PUARI) 


OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Appel lant 


Appeal  Numbe 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeal     to  the  Abatemerit  Appeals 
Board,  pursuant  to  Section  203o 1  of  t»ie  Building  Code,  Part  II, 
Chapter  I,  of  the  Ban  Francisco  Municipal   Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 


(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,   oi  the  Citym^id  County  of 
San  Francisco,  on      -^C  f  ^  '  '  'hZ-  r   


7  A 


(.2')  The  affected  premises  are  located  at_^ 

p  ^  <^r~  San  Francisco-     They  contain 


_dwelling  units  and 


rooming  units. 


(3)  (BtatB  in  ordinary  and  concisn  lannuagf?  thp  spec  I  flc  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,   together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 


<4)  (State  the  rslief  you  need  and  reasonis  why  you  claim  the 

appealed  action  aliould  be  modified  or  roverBcd  by  thl»  board) 


^  (Attach  an  additional  slieet  if  necessary) 

(5)  The  undersigned  is  the  owneQ^g^er^^O  (state  which)  of  the 
premises  described  in  Par agr apTTt"??  above  _ 


(6)  Thg,  official  addre^s^  of  the  undersigned  is: 


elephone  Number;    <rAS    -    (5,^  ^  "C^  O 


TelepJ 


Dated 


Signature  of  Appel  1  ant^^- —  . 


File  Appeal  with  t»m  Alinlpmpnt  Appeal  n  Board  (AAP),  Room  260 
Fox  Plara  BlHn.  1  r»90  M.^rl'ff:  P^\.r^r>\:.  ,  Rm  Franri^^ro,  FA  9'1102 
1  ol  npfioiir-   hJiimltrr:    / '11 >    '  /  »'1  -  HZ-I  7  . 


ily  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Depai  Inicnl  oi  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

DATES  07/24/92 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
3615-3617   22ND  ST 
BLOCK:    3620      LOT:  035 
SEC:    01    CASE:  DCO 

SYIIE   CHARLES  W 
3615   22ND  ST 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


All.. I--:-'  I  /:  i  rV^  [•:>;>:-;  f'^B) 
Sjd  pKnr:v^(:;i.o,  CA  91 102 

n;     rrr-  5;  4'"^  y 


OWNER'S  NAHE: 
SYHE   CHARLES   WCCLAUDETTE  J 


9 1»  1  1  U 


INSPECTOR: 


DISTRICT:  37A 


CT:  207 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  STTCTTON  203--r03.R  OF  THE, 
BUILDING    CODE  REGULAR  ORDER   NO.     16  0  17  3  . 

Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Super intpndo.nt  of  the   Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the   property  at  the  location  shown  above   was  licld  on  07/15/92 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  159116. 
The  hearing  was  conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS   NOT  REPRESENTED. 


Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  Jiearing 
and  determines  as  follows: 


tlie  Director  finds 


1.  That  notice  has  been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  and  tJie  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure   constitutes   a  public  nui- 
sance under  the  terms   of  the  Building  Code  of  tlie  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 

The   Director  hereby  orders   that  within     30   DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,   the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  worK  necessary  to  bring  said  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.      The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order. 

APPEAL :    Pursuant  to  Section  203. (t)   of   blie  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms   obtained   from  the   Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,   Suite  250,    1390  Market  Street   (554-8742),   and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)  DAYS  of  08/11/92. 


Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  (5)  (1  Signed) 
Approved:  07/15/92 


John  E.  Cribbs 
Director  of  Public  WorKs 


(415)554-8742 


3 7  A- P 20- P 20-004 
1390    MARKET   ST   SUITE    250    SAN   FRANCISCO  94102 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


OFPiCi  OF  THE  SECX£TaXY 

A50  McAllister  St..  Room  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  9A102 
558-6168 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

no  Director's  Order 
£37  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
£7  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

O  ABSENT 
PRESENT 


Appellant 
Address 


George  H  &  J  Rehmet 


c/o  George  Rehmet 


330  Quintara  Street 


San  Francisco.  CA  94116 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS, 
BLOCK  1764 


1386  -  10th  Avenue 
LOT  21-A  


Aiip^ust  26 »  1992 


HEARING  DATE  

APPEAL  NUMBER  6439 
TNf^PECTOR         Derrill  Langer 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 

The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days  to  review  ^PPl^^^^^""  ^^^'^  ^^^^  ,82 
Planning.     The  next  hearing  will  be  on  Wednesday.  September  23,  1992,  Room  282, 

City  Hal] ,  at  1:30  P.M. 


cc:     Stu  Etzler 


REHEARING : 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of  Che  San  Tr.nclsco  Housing  Cod.     th.  Abat.m.nc 
Appeals  Board  »ay  r.h.ar  an  appeal  upon  which  .  Decision  has  b.«n  ren 
provided  .  request  for  .  rehearing  has  been  "^'i"?  """.^/t  time 

nf  the  dace  of  the  decision.  Decision  rendered  by  Che  Board  at  tnac 
«lU  b.  final.  Obc.ln  rehearing  request  for»  .c  R».260.  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9A102. 


DATE  MAILED:        September  4,  1992 


(if) 


I 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
PROPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


AppeLlanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

George  H  &  J  Rehmet 

■c/o  George  Rehmet 

 330  Qulntara  Street  

San  Francisco,  CA  94116 


Date:  August  5,  1992 
Nature  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocici 

Superintendent's  Complair.: 
Waived  Hearing 


\      I  Other 


Sf;,    :  PROPERTY  ADDRESS  1386  -  10th  Avenue 

,•:  %  '  BLOCK      1764   LOT  21-A 

APPEAL  NO. _6439__    S-NC-DEQ  PIQ 

;  .  INSPECTOR       Derrlll  Langer  

Daar  Appellant: 

This  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  wich  che  Abacsmenc  Appeals  Board  on 

 4/14/92  •  will  be  heard  by  che  Board  ac  1:30  p.m.  on      August  26,  1992 

in  Room  232,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

If  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abanernent  Division  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
documents  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
ere.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

You  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
yoM  counsel  of  youc  cholQet 


Veey^ truly  yours, 


Fecer  Burna*  AoClng  Saoratar/ 

Abacemenc  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 


PCD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(415)' 558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  DUARU 


File  appeal  willi 
ment  Appeals  Board  (AAB) 
1)0  Market  SL,  Suite  250 

le\^Uo^5b^^^^  "^"^  ^^^"^  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

FIIING  FEE-  $  52.00 

MLiiNU  rLc.  ^  ,  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Appeal  Number 


Appel lant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  lo  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,  pursuant  to  Section  203.1  of  tlie  Building  Code,  Part  II, 
Chapter  I,  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewitli: 


(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  on  1^  — — 


(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at  /  ^.S^      .e  ^  nO  U'tt-  Mo 

  San  Franc i SCO.     They  contain 

 3      dwelling  units  and   grooming  units. 


(3)   (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature 

of  the  action  appealed  from,   together  with  any  material   facts ^ 
relating  thereto)  /(j^-ySn-t-^tVr^ 1^ OrTr^^  /  S'^  OOl^^  JljJ^^^u iA>f^A 

-  •      (^(.(^  /-yr     prS^^i^fi^^jv /le^i^c\9-^c^i  UAJii-io/ik. 

<4)   (State  the  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 

appealed  action  should-be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) 


(Attach  an  additional  bIibrI:  if  nRCHssary) 
(5)  The  undersigned  is  the  (owneS'^ gent ,    (state  which)  of  the 


premises  described  in  Paragraph   (2)  above. 


(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  i^r        /  / 


Telephone  Numbers      Lf}"^  ^{^L  uOh< 

DatBdi  Uf/^^  19  f  >^ 

Signature  of  Annel  1  ant  ^-^y^^-^^^'^^^ 


File  Appeal  with  tfie  Abatement  Appenln  Bonrd  (AAB),  Room  2G0 
Foy  PlATrn  nidn-    1  :?90  Mwrknt   Rl:rpp»t,      Rhfi  Francisco,    CA  9^102 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Ucparlinent  of  Public  WorKs 


ADDRESS:      1386  -  10th  AVENUE 

BLOCK:  1764  LOT:  21A 
SEQ.:        01  CASE:  DIO 


INSPECTOR: 


Office  of  tfie  Director 


GEORGE  H.  &  J.  REHMET  90  REV.  TR. 
C/O  GEORGE  REHMET 

330  QUINTARA  STREET 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94116 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
GEORGE  H.    &  JACQUELINE 
REHMET 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE 


HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUILDING  INSPECTION  ON  FILE  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
MARCH  18,    1992  IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  THE  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO. 
158,313.      THE  HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE 
DIRECTOR.     THE  OWNER  WAS  NOT  REPRESENTED. 

BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,  THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1.  THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,  AND  MORE  THAN  4  8  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

.  2.     THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

3.     THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 

NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  FOLLOWING: 

*   1.     30  DAYS  TO  FILE  FOR  A  BUILDING  PERMIT. 

2.  30  DAYS  TO  MEET  CITY  PLANNING  &  OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQIREMENTS. 

3.  30  DAYS,   THEREAFTER,   FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT. 


APPEAL:     PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  203. (i)   OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
CODE,  THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
APPEALS  MUST  BE  IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,   1390  MARKET  ST.    (554-8742),  AND  MUST  BE 
FILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN    (10)    DAYS7OF  APRIL 


ORDER  NO.  159,004 


THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 


14,  1992. 


FILE  (2) 
OWNER 

BBI  (3)    (1  signed) 


APPROVED:     MARCH  18,  1992 


415)  554-6920 


Room  260,  City  Hall 


San  Francisco  94102 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


OfFlC£  OF  THE  S£C)1£TaXY 

450  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
San  Francisco*  OA  9A102 
558-6168 


KOTICE  OF  DECISIOH 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

07  Director's  Order 
/— /  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

£7  ABSENT 
PRESENT 


Appellant      Arundel  Green  Partners 
Address         150  Beach  Park  Bl. 

Foster  City,  CA  94404 


ABATEMENT  APPE.U-S  BOARD  DECISION: 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS       1A44  Green  Street  

BLOCK       0547   LOT  004  

HEARING  DATE  August  26.  1992 

APPEAL  NUMBER  6440  .  

INSPECTOR  John  Grenne/D.  LauRer 


The  case  Is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days.  The  ne^t  hearing  will  be  on 
Wednesday,  September  23,  1992,  Room  282,  City  Nail,  at  1:30  P.M. 


cc:     James  Sagin 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


REHEARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code     the  Aba  emen 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  ^^^^^^^^  ^^^J^^r^J'o  d^'s 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  ^i^^^S/^f  ^"^^^^f,/ 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.     Decision  rendered  by  the  Board  at  that  time 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  Rin.  260,  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9A102. 


DATE  MAILED:         September  4,  1992 


(40 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEHENT  APPEALS 


B  Q  A  R  0 


s|C£  Of  THE  SKJUTaAT 

0  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
D  Francisco,  CA  9A102 
B-6168  * 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

dJ  Director'*  Order 
dl  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
CJ  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

O  ABSENT 
^  PRESENT 


pellanc  Arundel  Green  Partners 
dress        150  Beach  Park  Bl. 


Foster  City,  CA  9AA04 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 
BLOCK  05A7 


lAAA  Green  Street 


LOT  004 


HEARING  DATE  June  24.  1992 


APPEAL  NUMBER  6440 


INSPECTOR   John  Greene 


ATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days-  The  next  hearing  will  be  on 
Wednesday,  August  26,  1992  at  1:30  P.M.,  Room  282,  City  Hall. 


cc:    Andy  Forrest,  P.  E. 

650  5th  Street,  Suite  501 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

;HEARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abatement 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  vhlch  a  Decision  has  be*n  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  dace  of  the  decision.    Decision  rendered  by  the  Board  at  that  time 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  Rm.260,  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 

■         -  . 

KTE  MAILED:    July  1,  1992   


;e  op  the  SKRETARY 
»ER,XY  CONSERVATION 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  IIE.VKING 


ellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 
undel  Green  Partners 


Date:    June  3,  1992 


0  Beach  Park  Bl. 


,8ter  City,  CA  9440A 


,«,v4ry'.,.;.'s.  V  ■■. 


■I,,  y;.' 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

["Y^     Director's  Ordar 

\      i     Franchise  TaK  Board  Nocics? 

[      I     Superintendent's  Complaint 

Waived  He  a  r  in  g  t^-^^ii;^^^ 

[      I  Other  


PROPERTY  ADDRi:SS    14AA  Green  Street 
BLOCK       05  A  7              LOT  004 
APPClvVL  NO.  6440          S-NC-DEQ  PPO 
INSPECTOR  John  Greene  


ar  Appellant: 

is  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
ly  14,  1992  .  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on     June  ZA,  ly^z 


Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
.oartment  of  Public  Works.  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
icuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits. 
i.c.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 
i,u  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any.  and  to  have  with 
)iu  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  cruly  yours, 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 

Abacemenc  Appeals  Board 


.  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent^tojhe  ^p^ant  and 


a  copy  was  sent  to  the  Appellant's  Agent, 


'CD  215  (Rev.  9/87)  ;  ;-. 

:C415)  558-6168       450  McAllister  Street.  Room  301.  Sun  Franclaeo.  CA  94102 


(appeal  wllli 

j\^pealS^  Board  W     ^pp^^^L  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  DUARD 

£co,Ca"94102  ^.j^Y  and  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

,^|o.  554-8742 

]!FFE:  $  32^0  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


IIGCEIPT#JZ^352_ 


following  allegations  in  c^^.n.^w.w..   ^       , /k?V7^/^M^., 

'  _!.  »  r,. . Ill  ir  hear  inq 


Appellant* 


Appeal  Number. 


foUowlng  allegations  In  connection 


Director  of  Public  Works,  °'          /"^^  .  lo 

Ban  Francisco,  on   .   ^(^^  

(2)'The  affected  premise,  are  .ocated^at__/;^^_^^ 

  —  rr  ^.  o     rooming  units. 

,:;  O      dwelling  units  and  .  — ii— ^ 


,  .ppMl-d  ■e*lon  lihould  b«  modltlod  or  rovorsBa    jr  ^ 

•-^■'^^^^^^^^^  Moor-^iMc?  rue-- 

Sik^v  (Attach  an  additional  sheet  It  necegsary) 


>'  -i^rsK.::  ;r.s::?:^  ^£x:j^%^ 

'■'^6?  The  official  ^drBspofthe  undersigned  Is.^ 


Dated I 


Blgnatwrw  of  App»ll»nt 


nir?  Annf^fll  wllli  ttm  Abnt  .  pa 


onln  nonrtl   (AAP),     Room  2G0 


ni    ii    "Jc   ii^JJ  L.llKUI-.ll  Ul     llllU.JLil  '.'JU 

r  and  County  of  Sah  Frphcisco 


'j:?'cODS  EKyOJloiwKKT  DIVISION 

,  '     DATE  I  04/16/92 
^'  ■  •  PllOPIRTY  ADDRESS  I 

SEfti   01  J<?XSE»  PPO  , 

AKUNDSi  GREEK  FARXKERS 
150  BEAOK  PARK  BL 
FOSXERiCIZYCA 


Dej^rtment  of  Pur:»llc  WprKd 
Bureau  of  Blinding  I  nspection 

APfIeaL  FILING '  ' 

Fileiappesl  wlth\  »  • 

Abalflment  Appeils  Board  (AAB) 
^  ...:-I390  MarKel  St;>Sulte;250         .  .•.  k;;::,  ;; 
•-.  San  Fraricl3co,  :CA  94102 
Tel.  No.  .554-8; 

OWH£R»S  KAhEi'^vl^hvV. 
ARUHDEL  iGREEKi'P ARTHURS 


94404  IHSFECIORi  John  <^CIrft*na 

..."  ..  .Atvt  — 

•  •  DISJRIOXi   aTA-ii^^rrr  CT»- 

...        ..      .  ;•  4  -.  .  .  j     ;  .  ^  \ 

QRDKk'  or  iBrTisVENT''UNDER  '5ECTiTKV.ii?^;03 : RfoBTHf 

BUIIDIKG  GQDE         PARAPET  .  ORDER  KO .  aJSLmfi- 


109 


KAarlng  of  ih«ioonpi*lnt  of  th«  Suporinttndant 'of  tK«|Bur«u\i  of  Build- 
'ing  Inspection 'on  flla  In  the  oiiioe  o*  the.'DlreotoEffof>Pul»llo  HoxKb.; 
Rgalnkt  the  property"  at  the  looetion  fhown  above  Metf..^held  on  .04/16/92 
In  aoobtdenoe  with  the  DPM  HEARINQ  ORDER  KO.   1S8317  r^?*^- 
•  The  hearing  was  conducted  by  a  reprei entative  of  the,';Direotor . 


IKE  OKNER  NA8  REPKSSEKTSD. 


Basad  upon  the  facta  as  aubnitted  at  the  hearln'g,  the  ^.Director  findi 
and- determiixa*  as  follows  I  w-  . 


1. 
2. 


3/ 


That  notioa  has  been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  knd  the  order 
of  the  Director/more  than  48  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 
That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  oomplaint.'.of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 
That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  the  terms  of  the  Building  Code  |of  the  City  and 
County  ^fSan  tranoisoo. 


The  Dliiotor  hereby  orders  that  withiyx  180  DAYS  of  thetdate"  of  thla. 
order f  the :  owne«---or-  his-  *apresentatlve-«hall  have  is  sued-  to  him -a-  - 

•  peinlt  and  oowpleta  the  .worK  necessary  to  bring!  said  •building  into-: 

•  cohfornance' with  th4  San  Francisco  Building  Cod;e.    TheVtiine  period', 
shall  oommejioe,  from  the  date  of  this  order. 

.w.itt       ..    .1".!. ..  . . . ......       .  .1.1.1'     ■  '  rr 


••"••>ypgAT.t'  Pursuant^'to'Seotion  'aOS.Ct)  of  the  San  Tranc.isco  Building  Code, 
•    thii  order  may  b»  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals ^/Board.    Appeals  -  . 

rouft  be  m  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  the  Ajbatementf  Appeals  Boar«. 
..'v-atTox  Plaaa^sSUita'Caso,.  1390  Market  :Street'JSS4-874a);;-?^^^^    "^^^^ '^1!^!;*^' 
filed  with  the  seoretary  of  the  Board  within  TEK  (10.)>AXS  of  OS/ia/92. 

"  otinix  ■  ■  ■  ••  -/j'va/jy  «5ttiy  ' 

Flla  (2)      •  (/  1/  .^v, 


:  7 


BID  C5)  (l-SlgAad) 
Appxovftdi  04/1S/92  ;v 

1  .■  I.  •    :•.(')'     .  '■:•>■■ 


1.! 


fi.Ortbbt 

•  Director  of  FublioJWorKB 


i  ( 


*«''^;^  ,  1390   


.  ,..5f87A.Fao-pa.ar.P.o|i 

MARKET  ST  SUITE.v  2S0iSAKjtF.RAKCISCp/P"^ 


/  r.i  • 


CITY  AND  COUNTT  OF  SAN  fdANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


jpia  OF  THE  SKXHaAY 

vO  McAllister  St.,  Room  301 
in  Francisco,  CA  9A102 

5>8-6168 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 


"ppellanc 
wddress 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


c/o  Bar^gT^  (^t^oI^r 


172  Gol'^*'^  frrirfi  Avpniip  

San  PrapriRPo.  CA  24LQ2. 


PO  Director's  Order 
O  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
CJ  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

£7  ABSENT 
PRESENT 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS^ 
BLOCK  253-A 


1177  California  St. 
LOT  256  


HEARING  DATE_ 
APPEAL  NUKBER_ 
INSPECTOR  


Anfyist  26.  1992 


6450 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 

The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be  on 
Wednesday,  September  23.  1992,     at  1:30  P.M.,  Room  282,  City  Hall. 


cc:    Barbara  Omelas 


REHEARING: 


Peter  Bums.  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

Pursuant  to  S.=  .203Ct)  7  of  th.  S.n  '^""if"  f  ":fJ,"°';;3'S:,f  rend"ed , 
.pp„U  Board  »ay  rehear  an  .ppe.l  ^P^,"  tlade'ln  «Iti'„rvichln  10  days 

r^t '  a'te"or": tav:\X''.o'X^.oV1\ 

vill  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  Ra.260,  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9A102. 


DATE  MAILED:        September  4,  1992 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BQARO 


Of  THE  SECJlfTAAT 

iMcAlllscer  Sc.,  Room  301 
iFranclsco,  OA    9A102  . 
16168  ■ 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


MATURE  OF  APPEAL 

7X7  Dirtctor'i  Order 
/~7  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
r~7  Superintendent**  Cooplainc 
Waived  Hearing 

O  ABSENT 
^  PRESENT 


'     ■        Cal-Jones  Properties 
isllanc      c/o  Barbara  Omelas 
tress 


172  Golden  Gate  Avenue 


San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS^ 
BLOCK       253A  ' 


1177  California  St. 
LOT  256 


HEARING  DATE    July  22,  1992 


APPEAL  NUMBER  6A50 


INSPECTOR  Derrlll  Langer 


I.TEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  Is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days  to  review  plans  for  partition 
height.    The  next  hearing  will  be  on  Wednesday,  August  26,  1992  at  1:30 
P.M.,  Room  282,  City  Hall. 


■  cc: 


" ''V"  r 


iiEARINC: 


John  M.  Sanger 
Pettit  &  Martin 

101  California  Street,  35th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


,     .  Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 

Abatement  Appeals  Board 

Pursuant  to  5ec.203(t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abatement 
Appeals  Board  nay  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  nade  in  writing  vlChln  10  days 
of  the  dace  of  the  decision.    Decision  rendered  by  the  Board  at  that  time 
vill  be  final.    Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  Ra.260,  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9A102. 


TE  MAILED \     August  3.  1992 


tin  AND  COUNH  OF  SaH  BANCISCO  ^ 
ABATEHEHT     APPEALS  BOAR 


-.t-i-^tf-   .  I,.  ■ 


ICY^CONSERVAllON 


ant's  Name  &  MaUing  Address: 


.   NOTTCE  OF  AAH/FTB  HEARING 


July  2.  1992 


DX- JONES  Properties 


jfff.Golden  Gate  Avenue 
Im  Francisco,  CA  .  Viiu^ 


.i.<''i':<i  .'i  ■ 


.V''.'.rr''.v  V  .  . 


Dace: 

Nature  of  Appeal:  |_ 

t 

pr|     Director's  Order 

pj     Franchise  TaK  Board  Nocices 

t  1     Superintendenc ' s  Cooplainc 

  Waived  Hearing 

□ 


Other 


I  ,•.■'.1' 


.^^    1177  California  Street 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS   ■ 

BL0CK_253_A_—  ^'^'^-^  

APPEAL  NO. _Ji50___  S-HC-DEQ  JWl^ 
^,,...;TnP      Derrill  Lange^j-_Cgi_ 


tS^i?^?^''  our  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  APf^^ls  Board  on 
^^^serve  -^10^^^^-^^^^^^^  at  1:30  p...  on   


:do/2f^2.  City- iall,  San  rrancisco.  CA.  .bate.ent  Division  of  the 

:further  i^for^tion  is  desired    please  in.ui^^^^^  ^^^^^^^  .s . 


: further  information  is  'l^irea.  px...^  ^Uli^^rLBr  Street.    Please  bring  any 
.artment  of  Public  Works.  Room  301.  ^50  ^IcAll  ^^^^       contracts,  permits. 

,uments  and  information  ^^P/.^/.^.i^te  an'auto.atic  denial, 

c.    Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitut  ^^^^  ^^^^ 

.   >.  ■  «^th  vour  witnesses,  it  any. 

ci  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your 

ci  counsel  of  your  choice. 


V«ry  truly  yours. 


peter  Burns,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


■  *  original  Notice  of  Hearing  sent  to  Appellant, 
il;     A  sent  to  Appellant's  agent.  y 


CD;;2l5^(ReV^  9/87)     f  Franciaco.  CA  94102 

.r  VI/      •..  /  c^ril«t:.  Room  301,  aun  cf»» 

:415)?558.616a       A50  McAllister  Street,  n 


■.V  •'■•■■.'> 


t3ir> 


Cal- Jones^Proper.tleB/ ,  >  f^ppeal  Number 

Appel  1  ant  ,  ^^^^..^T ^'i^^^^/V       '  " 


n^  a  nublic  hearing  by  the 
(n  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  pu 

Director  of  Public  Works,  of  ^'^^^^^^^^3  ^ysJ2  

San  Franc iscor  on   .  


•                       '      ,       .  H       11-77  California  Street^ Level 
The  affected  premises  are  located  Yhev  contain  commercial 

liified  as  ±'j C )   ^^^^^ , ^^j^^j^ijaD^xgKiAiB^^atitkxx^^  ,  ,^^,„,. 

I  4.i^«  etifsriflc  nature 

relating  thereto) 

order  of  Abatement  159,  492  of  Director  of  Public  Works  Incorrect 
citation  for  failure  to  obtain  building  permit  for  erection  of 
partitions      Building  permit  was  issued,     No  basis  for  notice  of 
-   violation  or  order.     See  attached. 


Helief  desired  ^^^^^^^^^^^r^t'^^^T  t 
■     llTTtifTt  frdlf ifu!  iLZllTis  to  occur,    see  attachment. 


^^iP^i-^^tach  an  additional  .h.-t  if  n.c.nsary) 

Si  —   9*"^'  „„nt     (State  «hich>  of  the 

<='  ™:r~:st.^  U.-.-^ss?i^ 


4-^r.^  i  nn  t     BarbaraOrnelas  _  ■ 


^;lh±^iLii±:^i:-: — ^-  090-3200  — 

T^phona  Number  I,.  9 ^»  ^^^-^   T^qt-rPPt     35th  Floor 

counsel:     Pettit  .  ^-^^^ V^^/^f.^Tt^nt  'rh^M. danger  434-4000 
San  Francxsco,  Ca  '^a^^^ 


Dated! 


June  8 


/ 


Blgnature  of  flPPBllantlj_0^44;^^ 


,) 


irid  County  of  San  Francisco 

ADDRESS:   1177  CALIFORNIA  STREET 

BLOCK:   253A  LOT:  256 
SEQ:       01  CASE:  BWl 

:'  /  CAL-JONES  PROPERTIES 
•  '  ^  '172  GOLDEN  GATE  AVENUE 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94102 


Ucparlineiil  oi  Public  wtiorKii 

Ollice  of  Ihe  Dlreclor 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
CAL-JONES  PROPERTIES 


Om)ER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNnF.R  SECTION  203-203  . R  OF_^K  BUILDING  CODE 
 ~  ORDER  NO.  15y,492 

.TTT^oTMr  np  THF  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
)WNER    WAS  REPRESENTED. 

3ASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,   THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
pJD  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1  •    THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
•  S^r1c?SI  AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

3  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 
NUiLnCE  under  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THAT  WITHIN  3[)     DAYS  OF  THE  DATE  OF  THIS 
ORDER,  THE  OWNER  OR  HIS  REPRESENTATIVE  SHALL  HAVE  ISSUED  TO 
•pERMli  AND  COMPLETE  THE  WORK  NECESSARY  TO  BRING  SAID  BUILDING  INTO 
CONFORMANCE .WITH  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING  CODE. 

;    THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER.. 
..nnn-ivT       DMRQITANT  TO  SECTION  203.(1)   OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 

APPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,   1390  MARKET  SV)J^??^-8>42)  ,  MUST  BE 

FILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WlWHi^/TEN^  ij 
1992. 


ts)jUNE  9, 


FILE  (2) 
'  OWNER 
^  PCD  - (5) 


JOHN  E.  CRIBBS 

DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


APPROVED: 


MAY  13,  1992 


54-6920 A 

■•.•'.C":',.*jj.v'!»""i,--''-: 


Room  260,  City  Hall 


San  Francisco  94102 


57} 


< ■     »:»',  '  ' 

DeSEy^an_of^£OEeEti_Inv^^ 

The  property  subject  to  the  abatement  order  consists 
of  a  portion  of  the  floor  immediately  below  the  main  level  in 
the  building  at  1177  California  Street  Known  as  Oramercy 
Towers,     aramercy  Towers  is  a  primarily  residential  condominium 
structure  with  a  restaurant  and  other  commercial  condominiums 

noor  Known  as  level  A.     Cal-Jones  Properties  owns  all  of  the 
commercial  condominium  space  located  on  the  first  floor  and 
level  A. 

M'C'        The  premises  for  which  the  notice  of  violation  was 
issued  are  correctly  identified  in  the  notice  of  violation  as 
unit  259.     unit  259  is  shown  on  Exhibit  1  attached  to  this 
Appeal,     in  some  subsequent  documents  issued  by  the  Bureau  of 
Building  inspection  and  the  Department  of  Public  WorHs,  the 

-  premises  are  incorrectly  identified  as  Unit  2Se.    Unit  256  is 

located  on  the  IlrBt  tloor  ana  9"«n*  '"^'^ 
-'building  (Exhlbltz). 

"  ;  ^  ■  A  portion  of  unit  2S9  was  formerly  a  grocery  store, 

■     currently  unfinished  space  leased  for  storage  and  is  not  at 

issue  1„  these  proceedings.  The  portion  at  issue  was  improved 
i:    for  o«ice3  in  l.Sl  and  was  used  by  several  tenants,  including 


I 


^  ^  Hrv-cleaning  service,  until  1989. 

an  interior  decorator  and  a  dry  cieauii y 

J  <:^r-  a  ViP^aiiVv  salon  (Exhibit  3), 
Before  1981  a  portion  was  used  for  a  beauty 

now  located  In  adjacent  Unit  258,  also  partially  Improved  for 
offices.     At  present,  all  of  that  portion  of  2.9  subject  to  the 
notice  of  violation  is  unoccupied  and  has  been  unoccupied  s.nce 
X989  When  the  dry  cleaners  ceased  tenancy.     It  cannot  be 
subsequently  occupied  until  a  use  has  been  found  which  .s 
approved  by  the  Gramercy  Towers  Condominium  Association  xn 
accordance  with  conditions,  covenants  and  restrictions  governing 
the  building  and  approved  by  the  Zoning  Administrator  consistent 
with  special  zoning  restrictions  applicable  in  the  Nob  lUll 
area.     Because  it  has  been  ^possible  to  date  to  find  any  tenant 
„ho  could  comply  with  the  requirements  and  who  wanted  the  space, 
the  space  may  remain  vacant  for  a  substantial  period  of  t.me. 
H^^l-nry  of  abatement  Proceedings 
■     '  The  notice  of  violation  was  Issued  on  May  2,  1988 

based  on  claimed  remodeling  of  the  premises  (Unit  259,  without  a 
building  permit.     The  second  notice  of  violation  was  Issued  on 
May  18,  1988  citing  the  same  failure  to  obtain  a  building  permit 
for  the  erection  of  partitions.     Copies  are  attached  as 
Exhibit  4.    A  year  then  went  by  before  a  hearing  was  held  at 
which  order  No.  153,529  was  issued  in  early  1990  (see 
Exhibit  5).    The  owner  was  not  represented  at  the  hearing 
because  of  a  representation  by  the  secretary  to  the  hearing 
Officer,  Huth  Morey,  that  the  hearing  would  not  be  held  on  the 
date  calendared  but  would  be  put  over  (see  Exhibit  6).  The 
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hearing  officer  and  senior  building  inspector  thought  that  the 
owner  was  present  because  a  representative  of  the  Gramercy 
Towers  Condominium  Association  (also  the  complainant)  appeared 
and  asked  that  the  matter  be  heard.     (This  misunderstanding  was 
repeated  by  Building  Inspector  Inan  at  the  hearing  now  appealed 
from.)     Therefore,  the  owner  was  denied  a  hearing.     In  the 
meantime,  the  general  partner  of  the  owner  with  management 
responsibility  for  the  space  had  died  in  1989,  making  it 
difficult  to  obtain  accurate  information  on  the  precise 
situation  regarding  the  premises.     In  any  event,  no  further 
communications  came  to  the  owner  for  over  a  year.     Then,  in  the 
fall  of  1991  BBI  started  holding  up  remodeling  permits  for 
residents  at  Gramercy  Towers  until  the  City  Attorney  told  them 
to  desist. 

A  new  complaint  was  issued  on  March  30,  1992  to  afford 
the  owner  a  hearing,  and  a  hearing  was  scheduled  and  held  on 
May  13,   1992.     The  current  order  appealed  from  was  issued  at 
that  hearing. 

At  that  hearing,  the  owner  brought  to  the  Department's 
attention  the  fact,  not  previously  known  or  recognized,  that  a 
building  permit  for  the  partitioning  of  Unit  259  had  actually 
been  issued  in  1981.    The  owner  found  the  building  permit  in  the 
microfilm  files  of  BBI  (see  Exhibit  7).     The  work  commenced  at 
that  time,  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that,  at  or  about  the  same 
time,  the  Condominium  Association  granted  their  architectural 
approval  for  the  same  work  and  noted  that  work  was  being  done  in 
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'r-         .        ;.  ■  '  ■     ■  . 

'^W^^.'"^    '        ^  Although  the  work  done  in  1981  was 

the  space  (see  Exhibit  8).  Altnoug 

LenL  to  acco^^oaate  an  account.n.  a.™,  t.e  Con.o^.n.u™ 

on  t.e  ,.ou„a  t.at  it         not  co.po.t  «it.  t.e  ..U..n 
.e.uXations.     S..se,uent.v.  -  space  was  pa.tUXi.  occup. 

,cxea„e.  an.  ot.e.se..ce  tenants,    .ppa.ent..    .  .S. 
..e  o„ne.  asKe.  t.e  Condo.iniu™  ^ssociation  to  approve  t.e 
.epxace^ent  o.  so„e  .a.  .ei..t  partitions  wit.  .u  e 
..  Utions  to  acco^noaate  t.e  ...  cieane.  .see  H...Mt  ,  .  J 

^  „r-^nt,ancv.     NO  building  permit  has 
dry  cleaner  then  commenced  occupancy. 

.  V      Therefore,  such  work  may  have  been 

been  found  for  this  work.     Therefor  ^ICfereent 

per^it.     This  only  involved  minor  partitioning  of    he  o  f . 

on  May  13  the  hearing  officer  improperly  refused  to 

.r  of  t-he  new  evidence  regarding  the 
recognize  or  even  review  any  of  the 

or  to  use  it  in  his  deliberations  despite 
1981  building  permit  or  to  use 

-  .  A        9m(e)  for  full  and  fair 

the  requirements  of  Building  Code  §  203(e) 

_  J„«.n  o.  .U  «o„.....  ."»;  - 

,       •  fAlse      The  attached 

inspector  Inan-s  testimony  was  knowingly  false. 

affidavit  from  the  then  tenant  of  the  space  so  indicates 
:,   :l..O..    «o  work  was  being  undertaken  during  l.ee  and  none 


not  likely  to  be  occupied  in  the  near  future  and  provides  no 
hazard  to  any  person  or  property; 


information  in  BBI's  own  files  and  false  testimony  by  Inspector 
Inan; 

(3)  In  the  alternative,  that  the  order  be  modified  to 
permit  the  owner  to  obtain  a  demolition  permit  or  alteration 
permit  solely  for  the  purpose  of  removing  those  full -height 
partitions  constructed  in  1984  to  restore  the  premises  to  1981 
conditions,  unless  a  record  can  be  found  of  a  building  permit 
having  been  issued  for  such  partitions  or  unless  modified  plans 
can  be  found  which  were  appended  to  the  1981  building  permit;  and 

(4)  That,  in  either  case,  any  order,  as  modified  or  as 
unmodified,  which  may  be  issued,  shall  be  stayed  until  such  time 
as  actual  occupancy  of  the  premises  is  to  occur,  at  which  time 
appropriate  permits  shall  be  required  with  respect  to  any  of  the 
modifications  ordered  and  any  others  required  for  such 
occupancy.     The  premises  have  been  essentially  unoccupied  since 
1981  and  remain  so.     Due  to  zoning  restrictions,  no  tenancy  is 
likoly  in  th*  nvac  futuira  and  th«  epaae  reptresonUia  no  hatoard  to 
anyone.     As  a  result,   the  owner  believes  that  no  action  is 
warranted  until  occupancy  is  likely.     Therefore,   the  owner 
requests  that  any  order  be  stayed  pending  reoccupancy  of  the 
premises  for  a  permitted  purpose. 
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4, 


•^.'^:^J■.'^v4•J.■ 


PE^vOFii CONSTRUCT  ION 


WARNING  OF  VI  OUT  I  ON 

/  ^ 


np"j;TY(S)  N0>  OF  UNIT  (S), 


c.  /'class.  /^htJ^lO  1^  hSZ, 
URCE  OF  COMPLAINT  fS^    -T^f^^-  ^^^^^^^^^ 
ATUS  AT  2nd  POSTING   .  


No. 


....-r^^^U^-r:   le^'/- 

CITy"aND  county  of  SAN  FRANCISCO  </ 

DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 
BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION 

WARNING  OF  VIOLATION 


Location  ...MJy---^^^ 
Violation  of  Sec...J.^./.-A 
Remarks: 


B.C.  -  Building  Cocrt 


Stop  the  following  work.  (t££.^,,^ryA^CXS^^ 

Ctrf?tJ2tkS^SS^  at  l^mZ^)./.  .  450  McAllister  or  phone  861-5820 
Hours:  8:00  A.M.  to  9:00  A.M.  and  4:00  P.M.  to  5:00  P.M. 

SUPERINTENDENT  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION 

By.-,  yfi/:;,^'''*^*'^'^ 

IrH 


•g. 

cab le. 


No  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 
BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION 

WARNING  OF  VIOLATION 

kovttion   ^'-'i^^'t'  iilcrvraiHiiCfl^ 

Vtofatlon  of  S«s..-^Jb/..fl......^.....i^i...^   H  -.g:^^^ 

stop  the  following  work.  .4.^.<^...^-^/<^- •  '^'-^^/'^^^^^ 

 ''"^ir^Ji^C 

'  contact  Inspector  at  Rm        .  450  McAllister  or  phonreMMIO 

Houn:  8:00  A.M.  to  9:00  A.M.  and  4:00  P.M.  to  5:00  P.M. 

'  SUPERINTENDENT  BJtlREACrpF  BUILDING  INSPECTION 
B.B.I.  Copy   _L     .A  u— £1=. 


ICIty  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


ADDRESS:     1177  CALIFORNIA  STREET 

BLOCK:  253A  LOT:  256 
SEQ.         01  CASE:  BWO 


CAL-JONES  PROPERTIES 
172  GOLDEN  GATE  AVENUE 
SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  9410  2 


Deptirtmont  of  Public  Works 

Oince  of  the  Director 


INSPECTOR: 
DON  CONDON 


OWNER'S  NAM 
CAL-JONES  H 


ORDER  OF  ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE 
BUILDING  CODE  ORDER  NO.  153,529 

HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUIlS?NG  LspLtION  IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 

WO^S  A^nIt  Se  PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  ^HOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
ni/in/qO  IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  THE  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  152,261  THE 
HEARING  WAS  CONDTCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR.     THE  OWNER 
WAS  REPRESENTED. 

BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,   THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1     THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
'  OF  THE  DIRECTOR,  AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2.  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPER- 
INTENDENT OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

3     THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 

NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 

THE  FOLLOWING: 

1     30  DAYS  TO  SUBMIT  ADEQUATE  PLANS. 

7*   10  DAYS  TO  PICK  UP  BUILDING  PERMIT  AFTER  NOTIFICATION 

2.   ^20  SaYS^  THEREAFTER,  FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK  IN  THE  REPORT, 

,       TUB  Tina  PBRIOD  8HALL  COMMBNCB  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER 

APPEAL:      PURSUANT  TO  SECTION   203.(1)    OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUJ^DING 

CODE    THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 

A^piALfMUsS'^l^N  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,   1390  MARKET  ST.    <554-8742),  AND  MUST 
BE  FILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN   (10)   DAYS  OF 
FEBRUARY  6,  1990 


J  fILE  (2) 

OWNER' 


RICHARD  J.  EVANS 
DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


BBI  (3)  (1  signed) 

K APPROVED:     JANUARY  10,  1990 


(415)  664-6920 


Room  260.  City  Hal 


San  Francisco  94102 


hit!  I  i>  IT  A 


January  22,  1990 


Oept.  of  Public  Works 
Room  260,  City  H^ll 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
(554-6926) 


Cal-Jones  Properties 
172  Golden  Gate  Ave. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


TO  Whom  It  May  Concern, 

Sceone  in  your  company  called  ™e  (hearin,^cl-H)^to^a^ 

that  the  hearing  date  on  y?""^  P^^Iq  and  I  agreed.     I  explained 
continued  from  1/10/90  ""^xl  1/31/90  and       g^^^^        the  building 

lTs\^l  rosteS^fr^'herinrand  would  have  to  he  on  calendar. 

At  the  hearing  I  reconnnended  the  continuance  at  y-J^^-?-/*^- 
The  Hearing  Office  and  the  S    io        ,,a,„,^X^^^^^  ^^^f  " 

request  because  a  Mr.  S^^^°^^°i^V'  ^at  it  not  be  continued  as  the 
appeared  at  the  hearing  ^-^^/^^^^rd      That  to  much  time  had 
owner's  feared  it  V'^^^^^^^t.^tna  w;s  posted  with  warning  of 
already  passed  since  the  building  was  p 
violations  on  May  5,  1988  and  May  18,  1988. 

,     .       fnr  anv  inconvenience  this  may  cause  you, 
Please  except  my  apologies  for  any  inconv 

Sincerely, 
Ruth  Morey 


'(■///)  711 
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IMfOdTANT  NOnCM 
♦■■w— <»»ii>«ii» ■■■■««««tiii  )in' 
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DATI:. 
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AmOViO: 


DAICi. 
OAll: 


lOWtRS  CONDOMINIUM  ASSO(     J  I  ON 
ra  i  Mod i  f  i  ca  t  ion  App 1 i  ca i ion  Form 


txili6  rr  y 


''''"'■■''•iv^'ti 

jvne r :         Cal-Jones  Properties 


Dale:  12/11/80 


1177  California  St.,  San  Francisco,  Ca.  94108 


Phone  (Work)  928-3BOO 


Proposed    Improvement  :      CnnvPT-g-i  r»n   r.f    fm-mpr  ViP^nt-y   gainn   anri   imii^f./1   half  nf_ 

executive  offices.     Remodeling  will  include  the  removal  of  certaiii_lnt e rlox_ 


plumbing,  construction  of  a  wall  to  divide  the  laundry  room,  replacement  of 
nstallation  of  carpeting  and  vinyl  floor  covering,  rerouting  of  certain  


erection  of  new  interior  walls  or  panels  and  installation  of  an  electronic 


system.    An  interior  staircase  is  also  proposed  to  connect  the  space  in  

o  accounting  offices  on  main  floor.     Remodeling  of  current  accounting  offices 
installation  of  new  carpet  and  the  installation  of  florescent  lighting  in  one  room. 

e  length  of  time  to  complete  the  work:       ^  mnnhht?  


appl icable) 


i f  appl I cabi e) 


(If  appl icable) 
on  Material 


ntractor     S.K.  Brown  Construction,  Inc. 


Approx.   Costs  $  40.000. 


F  ALL  IMPROVEMENTS  MUST  BE  SUBMITTED  AND  ATTACHED  TO  THE  APPLICATION  TO  SHOW 
HD  dimensions;' 

stand  that  rules  concerning  the  proposed  improvement.     I/we  agree  to  abide  by 
set  forth  by  the  Board  of  Directors  and  will  be  solely  liable  for  upkeep, 
e,  and  encroachment   that  this   imgjuaui^ment  may  make  in  COiiHQN  AREAS. 

stand'that  if  thi s"  appl i cat ioro  is  approved, 
S  FOR  REMODELING"  on  the  revei\se  side  6f  thiVi 


S i gned  (Owner) * 


use  only 


Dale  of  application  received: 
Received:   


I  constructed  and  inspected  on 


Disapproved  by: 


Construction  as  approved. 


6/^ 


GT  U/BO 


/;  Mr.  Ralph  Gomez 
'Cal- Jones  Properties 
ii"1177  California  Street 
f, San  ■Francisco,  CA  94108 

'• ' '  'i'  ' 

!Re:     Application  for  consent  to  proposed 

remodeling  on  Level  "A"    (Area  formerly 
occupied  by  Salon  de  Gramercy)  

..Dear  Mr.  Gomez: 

'  In  response  to  your  application  for  the  consent  of  the 
Gramercy 's  Architectural  Control  Committee  to  proposed 
remodeling  on  Level  "A",  please  be  advised  that  the  Committee 
is  prepared  to  act  favorably  on  your  request.     However,  it 
was  our  understanding  that  a  specific  area,  including 
windows  on  Jones  Street,  would  be  set  aside,  which  Cal-Jones 
would  be  willing  to  lease  to  a  beauty  salon  operator  on  the 
terms  and  conditions  previously  outlined  in  your  correspondenc 
dated  January  23,  1981.     The  plans  and  specifications 
furnished  this  Committee  do  not  specifically  indentify  that 
area,  and  prior  to  issuing  our  approval  we  would  appreciate 
receiving  a  plan  of  the  subject  area  with  the  specific  space 
reserved  for  the  future  use  of  a  beauty  salon  outlined 
thereon. 

Finally,  and  as  you  are  aware,  approvals  given  by  the 
Architectural  Control  Committee  for  proposed  remodeling 
should  not  be  construed  as  a  substitute  for  approvals  or 
consents  which  Cal-Jones  Properties  may  be  required  by 
applicable  law  or  regulations  to  obtain  from  governmental 
agencies. 


Very  truly  yours, 


STEPHEN  PATTON,  Chairman 
Architectural  Control  Committee 
GRAMERCY  TOWERS  CONDOMINIUM 
ASSOCIATION 


?cc: *  Maury  Schwarz,  President 
^  Board  of  Directors 
'Robert  Baxter 
Resident  Manager 


if.-!:      ■  ' 


4,'., 


I 


C7/~ 


April  13,  1981 


Mr. Ralph  Gomez 
Cal'jones  Properties 
1177  Cal i  fornla  Street 
San  Francisco,  Ca.  S'llOS 

Re:    Commercial  Area  -  A  Level 

Dear  Mr.  Gomez: 

-il'.  A  contractor  started  work  today  on  "A"  Level  in  the  space  formerly 
occupied  by  the  beauty  salon. 

I  am  calling  this  matter  to  your  attention  as  the  Board  of  Directors 
has  not  approved  the  Architectural  request  you  submitted  to  the  Architectural 
Control  Committee. 

;  Until  the  Board  approves  such  request,  renovation  work  in  the  "A"  Level 
is^not  permitted  and  I  request  that  you  inform  the  contractor  to  discontinue 

an.M'^9'^oP1""'^®'*^^^"'''"3  ^^^^         ^°^'*^  ^''^  consider  your  request  at  its 
F*pril  ZZ,  1901  meeting. 

,1  ';. '  y.  '• ''  ' 

:    uJhank  you- for  your  cooperation. 

Very  truly  yours, 

■',1  '■  -i!!  ''  ■ '  ■ 

'  '    •  Robert  R.  Baxter,  Manager' 

;c/Maury  Schwa rz 


April  22,  1981 


Mr.  Ralph  Gomez 
Cal-Jones  Properties 
1177  California  Street 
San  Francisco,   CA  94108 

Application  for  Consent  for  Level  "A"  Remodelinc^ 
Dear  Mr.  Gomez: 

me":rng";f"Ap°rir22   ^ITa?"';  """'^   °'   Directors,    at  its 

modeling  the  LeJel  •'A"  111'.  ^^^''^"^^    ^""-^    Plan    tor  re- 

on  yoi;  aia?rt;nrb;i^rea^rr^br^/;Tr\,^e\^  ToT. 

afferent  purpose  if  sucru°e  f^  ""'P"'^'   ^""^  tor  a 

.urpose  It  such  use  is  approved  by  the  Board. 

nplici't    or'"^%St%nX^7m\'nt'%r  "°  -  - 

.remises.      We    assume    that    all    reouirt/  of  the 

at  ions     will     be     obtained     frL  ^  permits    and  authori- 

orities  orior  o^^^ined     from     appropriate     regulatory  aut- 

ro,ect\,fu-.%  -  ifcarufe-r-irictfon's^- 

3.         You    are     reminded     that     there     i «?  toKn 
eposxt   which   must   be    paid   orior    f-o    .1       !  ^     °  security 

=ur  Signed  Ar^h^tV^AV-Mc^.^UYon^^p;^^  rZT'^' 

>py  of  this  letter  tt  me.  °"    ^"^  executed 

Very  truly  yours, 


Maury  Schwarz 


ROBERT  BAXTER,  Manager 


accept  the  conditions  listecJ  above. 


KAL.PH  GOMEZ,  FSr  

Cal-Jones  Properties 


1 


,:;r^'p conditions  for  remodeling 

Jicowner  shall  make  a  two  hundred  fifty  dollar  ($250.00)  cash  deposit  with  the 
sident  Manager  in  advance  of  the  start  of  work  on  the  project.     Such  deposit 
"ill  be  refunded  to  the  homeowner  when  the  job  has  been  completed,   less  any 
;,  t   incurred  by  the  Gramorcy  Towers  Condominium  Association  (the  "Association") 

repairs  to  convnon  areas  as  the  result  of  damage  caused  by  the  remodeling 
.-k. 

cov/ncr  shall  be  responsible  to  see  that  the  work  is  carried  out  in  compliance 
h  all  governmental   laws,  ordinances  and  regulations  and  that  permits  or  lic- 
ics  which  may  be  required  in  connection  with  the  work  are  obtained. 

icower  shall  comply  with  occupancy  limits  imposed  by  the  applicable  Codes  and 
fS  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

icowner  shall   be  responsible  to  see  that  work  is  carried  out  in  compliance 

h  applicable  provisions  of  the  Association's  Rules  and  Regulations  and  Convcnants, 

iditions  and  Restrictions,  including  the  following  restrictions: 

(a)  No  construction  v/ork  is  permitted  on  weekends  or  after  5  P.M.  on  weekdays. 

(b)  No  v/ork  shall  be  done  which  could  damage  or  disturb  the  "common  area"  such 
as  pipes,  wires,  conduits,  ducts,  utility  lines  which  are  utilized  for  or 
serve  more  than  one  unit. 

(c)  No  washer/dryer  or  other  appliance  requiring  a  venting  system  may  be  in- 
stalled without  first  obtaining  a  permit  from  the  appropriate  department 

*    of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

(d)  No  building  material  or  other  objects  shall  be  stored  on  balconies  or  in 
the  common  areas  which  inlerfer  in  any  way  with  the  occupants  of  other 
units  or  pose  a  possible  safety  hazard. 

(e)  No  construction  material  shall  be  desposed  of  in  the  building  garbage 
chutes  or  garbage  rooms  and  a  I  I  surplus  materials  shall  be  hauled  away  by 
the  contractor  and  the  common  area  shall  be  left  in  a  clean  and  orderly 
cond  i  t  ion. 

hardwood  floor  installation  or  alteration  of  perimeter  walls  adjacent  to  other 
ts  shall  be  done  without  providing  for  adequate  noise  installation  material. 

eowner  shall   indemnify  and  hold  the  Association  harmless  from  any  and  all  claims, 
ts  and  actions  by  or  on  account  of  any  acts  or  omissions  of  his  or  her  contractor, 
contrictor's  agsntf  or  »orvants,  or  arising  in  any  way  out  of  the  performinco  of 

work  covered  In  this  remodeling  project. 

+       +      +       +       +      +      +  + 


?-;|;!l-)):c^  ......  7;;^-  ^-^-Tj 


iS^i;")^  ''"^T  '-i^  "l^^  i-nn2vr,v„,  .  .^^n^o.  i„,,!orin^ilv hl.^•.. 
S|l™p»:.s        f3\v^  ■  - 


'.•Mi:'.|  I  tJC  i  led  .1  'ii,. 


I,  Maury  Schwarz,  hereby  declare  and  affirm,  under 


penalty  of  perjury  as  follows: 

(1)     I  operated  a  dry-cleaning  store,  known  as  Cali- 
fornia Concierge  at  1177  California  Street,  San  Francisco, 


(2)  1  leased  408  square  feet  of  space  of  Unit  #259 
from  Cal-Jones  Properties  from  October  18,  1984  until  I 
vacated  the  space  on  December  31,  1989. 

(3)  During  my  tenancy  and  specifically  during  the 
year  1988,  no  construction  of  partitions  or  work  of  any 
other  kind  was  undertaken  by  Cal-Jones  Properties  or  anyone 
else  in  any  protion  of  unit  i|259. 

(4)  Because  I  was  present  continually  during  that 
year,  I  am  certain  that  no  construction  work  was  done. 


California  94108. 


Dated : 


Maury  Schwarz 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


|C£  OF  THE  SECXHaAY 

)  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 

Francisco.  CA  9A102 
{p-6168 


MOTTCE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

/37  Director'*  Order 
£7  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
£37  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

£7  ABSENT 
PRESENT 


)pellanc 
idress 


Lawrence  Y  Lee 


P.  0.  Box  18044 


<^an  Francisco^  CA  94118 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS^ 
BLOCK  1710 


HEARING  DATE_ 
APPEAL  NUMBER_ 
INSPECTOR  


3921  Lincoln  Way 


LOT  47 


August  26.  1992 


Derrill  Langer. 


3ATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 

The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days  to  resolye  issues  with  City  Planning. 
The  next  hearing  will  be  on  Wednesday,  September  23,  1992,  Room  282,  City  Hall, 
at  1:30  P.M. 


cc:     Sheila  Wong 


REHEARING  I 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 

AbstcnienE  Appeals  Boar^ 

P.„u.n.  to  S.c.203(c)  7  of  the  ^"//-^^^rch  rr/cl^lo^'hls'bt/n'rerrL , 
Appeals  Board        jf'"  T.^^^Au^  hfs  been  »ade  In  siting  wichln  10  day. 
provided  .  request         *  """^tclsion  rendered  by  the  Board  at  chat  time 

b/final!  'obttrnTe°h:;rin;  request  for-  .c  E..  260.  1390  Market 
Scr.ec,  S*n  Francisco.  CA  94102. 


DATE  MATT.ED!         September  4,  1992 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OF  THE  SECRETARY 
RTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  UEAKING 


lane's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
Lawrence  Y  Lee 


Date:  August  5,  1992 
Nature  of  Appeal: 


•;  P.  0.  Box  18044 

Ran  Francisco.  CA  


Director's  Order 
Franchise  Tax  Beard  Noci: 


\      \      Superintendent's  Complai: 
Waived  Hearing 


□ 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS     3921  Lincoln  Way 
1710 


BLOCK 


LOT 


47 


APPEAL  NO.  ^^^^  S-NC-DEQ 
INSPECTOR       Derrlll  Langer 


DCO 


'  Appellant: 


is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
7/1fi/q2  vill  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on      August  26,  l^^Z 


ioom  232,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 
lurther  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
urrment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
ciments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
c.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial, 
.tare  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
ii  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours. 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 
cc:    Terris  Lum 
; '  V  P.  0.  Box  591484 
^   ^-^  San  Francisco,  CA  94159 

)  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

L5)  558-6168       450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco.  CA  94102 


1  i 


fPEALflLlNG 

le  appeal      ^  „,.. 
^ApVeals  Board  1MB) 
larkel  SL,  Smte  250 
bncisco,  Cft  9A102 
n.  NO.  554-8742 
LNGFEt* 


APPEAL  TO  THE  AbATEHENT  APPEALS  BOARD 
DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Appeal  Number 


1=        the  f^batement  Appeals 

Chapter  I,  o    *^^^an  rr  .^^  therewith: 

following  allegations  in 

ri    at  a  public  hearing  by  the 

C»  The  order  apP-^^a  city  and  County^^  

Director  of  Public  w  -  c  o  ^  ^   

San  Francisco,  on  ^  — 

«.lri  nremises  are  located  a  ___  ii,ev  contain 

(2>  The  affected  pren^is^^^g^^^  F.ancpco.     T;^y^.„g  „„it5. 

^dwelling  units  and  

esnecific  nature 


,i«f  you  need  and  reasons  «hy  y°u  j*^5oard) 


(fttt-ch  an  .ddlUonat  it  noc«.-ry) 

x--"^"^      Jir^ont     estate  which)  of  the 
r-i--"--"'''^^  InW-agraph  <a>  ai,ove_  


f  the  undersigned  Isi 


(6)  The  ^^^^''^^\'"^%^J' 

Tel  ephone  "Number  s  ^      \  ^<.^ 


Dated 


Signature  of  Appellant 

\  fAr\P)       Room  260 

r^v  Pla7«  PI  fin-    1390  H^^rK^  ^ 


1^  and  County  off  San  Francisco 


ADDRESS:   3921  LINCOL.4  WAY 


BLOCK:    1710     LOT:  47 
SEQ:        01  CASE:  DCO 

LEE,  LAWRENCE  Y.  C. 
P.  O.  BOX  18044 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94118 


Deparlmenl  of  Public  Works 

Office  of  the  Director 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
LEE,   LAWRENCE  Y.  C. 
&  JOY  S. 


HEARING  OF  THE  ™INT  OF  ^-^"/-^-f.-f '^nf  oI^Ec"  PUBLIC 

=^fc.sirxSrPK°o«p4  >  ™ 

WAS  REPRESENTED. 

B.SED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS  SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,   THE  DIRECTOR,  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 
THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  FOLLOWING: 


1. 
2. 


30  DAYS  TO  MEET  CITY  PLANNING  .  OTH.H  CITY  AGENCY  R.QUI— - 
120  DAYS,  THEREAFTER,  FOR  THE  BALANLL  ur 
■         THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 

appeal:      PURSUANT  ^"^"^i' TbAtImENtTpPEALS  B^ARD^'' 

•flX^lfnTHEiErE^^ArY^OF^fH^  SVx^HI^  .EN  ,10,^  OF  .ULY  7. 
1992.  n  (J  ^ 


i    -FILE  (2) 
OWNER 

h  i^^  BBI   (3)    (1  signed) 


John  E.  Cribbs 
DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


15)55^g^OVED:     JUNE  10,  1992 


Room  260.  City  Hall 


San  Francisco  94102 


CE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
iPERTY  CONSERVATION 


lellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 
Alex  K  &  John  K  Ilyin 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


Dace:       September  2,  1992 


Nacure  of  Appeal 


2722  Folsom  Street 


San  Francisco,  CA  94110 


IT 


Director's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Noci: 

Superincendsnc ' s  Complai: 
Waived  Hearing 


\      I  Ozher 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS   2722-24  Folsom  St. 
3641 


BLOCK 


A?PE.\L  NO.  3301 


LOT 


002 


S-NC-DEQ  DI 


INSPECTOR     Derrin  T.anp.er 


ar  Appellant:: 


is  is  CO  serve  nocice  chac  your  appeal,  filed  uich  che  Abacemer.c  Appeals  Board  on 
August  10,  1992i  -ill  be  heard  by  che  Board  ac  1:20  p.m.  on     September  23,  1992 


Room  ^32,  Cicy  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

further  iaforoiacion  is  desired,  please  inquire  ac  che  Abaceraenc  Division  of  che 
partaenc  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAlliscer  Screec.     Please  bring  any 
cumencs  and  infornacion  chac  may  supporc  your  appeal  such  as  concraccs,  permits, 
Failure  Co  be  represenced  will  conscicuce  an  auComacic  denial. 

^  are  encicled  co  appear  personally  wich  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  co  have  with 
u  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abacemenc  Appeals  Board 


*  Copy  of  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant. 


D  215   (Rev.  9/87) 

^15)   558-6163         A50  McAlliscer  Screec,   Room  301,  San  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


jTpcals  Ooard  (AAB) 

J/arf(ot  St.,  Suiici  250  ^ppE^^L  TO  the  abatement  nrprsnLn  board 

FrfiRclico,  OA    i  02 

(?l^tk  60        ''"^^^  *^^''*^  '^'^^  COUNTY  or  oan  rRANCieco 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


J^f\//t^  .    Appeal  Number,  i^*^^/ 


.  Appellant 

^Iwundersinned  appellant, heri^by  ^^npeals  f:o_the-.Abatf3mBnt ^Appeal 3!^^^ 

Chapter   I,  of  the  Ban  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewithi 

'  (^:Tt,e  affected  premises  are  located  at  /Z^^^^  '^/^O^  V. 

:     ■   San  Francisco.     They  contain  ^ 

"""^  ''^        ^         dwelling  units  and  jrooming  units. 


. '  was 


(2)   (Btate  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  ^P^^^J _ 
^    of  the  action  appealed  from,  together  with  any  material 
;  relating  thereto) 


.„■•;;..    t; |-,'.T,  V. ■  ■  ' 


(  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the  _ 

rar^,.i^-=%etipBaied  action- Bhouiu-be-(nodifit..d  by-th»a-Doard/-^ 

mM'^^^^'^  ^^^^  7^^^  A  <^  ^ .  /^"^  j/^' 

tC^^^^^^  (Attach  an  additional  sheet  If  necessary) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  which)  of  the 
i  premises  described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above  (C^oy^d-^  

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


^^11  Tel  ephone  Number :   ^^S^-^  /O'^^ 


pat  ed  t      ^   1  r  A  ^  j:  • 


teaiglnature  of  Appellant  /^^^''^^'S^i^^^  \ — <^ 

'-FUe  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  ^^^^  260 

Fox  Plaza  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  S^IVZ 
Telephone  Number:    (415)  554-8742. 


•    CITY  AND  COUNTT  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


CE  OF  THE  ScCRETaRY 
PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
Stephen  Adamy  Revocable  Tr. 


Dace 


September  2,  1992 


c/o  Stephen  Adamy 


5420  Fulton  St. 

San  Francisco.  CA  94121 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

I      I      Director's  Ordsr 

\  X  I      Franchise  Tax  Board  Noci: 

I      I      Superintendenc '  s  Cotnplai: 
Waived  Ksaring 

\      I  Other   

PROPERTY  ADDRESS     5420-22  Fulton  St. 
1673 


BLOCK 


LOT 


024 


APPE.--L  NO.    3302         S-NC-DEQ  DI 


INSPECTOR     Derrill  Lander 


iC  Aooellant: 


lis  is  to  serve  notice  thac  your  appeal,   filed  -Jith  the  Abate:ner.t  Appeals  Bc£rd  on 
August  10,   199^  -ill  be  heard  by  the  Beard  at  1:30  p.n.   on     September  23,  1992 


RocQ  23Z,   City  Hall,   San  Francisco,  CA. 

furzher  ir.forziation  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
j)artr:er.c  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  ^50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
cuner.ts  and  infortistion  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  pernits, 
p.     Failure  to  be  rspreseated  will  constitute  an  autcnatic  denial. 

h  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
U  cour.sel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abacemenc  Appeals  Board 

*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant. 


:D  215   (Rev.  9/87) 

*15)   558-6163         A50  HcAlllscer  Street,   Room  301,   Sun  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


^PPFAl  FILING 
ile  appual  with 
<it  Appeals  Board  (AAD) 
fciM  St..  Suilo  250 

Ft"K-^l  ^  ' 60  ^'"'^  ^^^^  COUNTY  UF"  ^HN  TRnMCISCO 


APPEf^L  TD  THE  ADnTEMENT  nPPlinLn  DOnRI) 


FRANCHISE  TAX  DOARD 


Appeal   Number        C^^^  ^ 


Appel lant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  io  Ihe  Abntement  Apne^ilg 
Board,   pursuant  to  Section  203  <  i )  of  tlie  Puildiny  Coi1e»   Part  11^ 
Chapter    I,   of  tlie  San  Francisco  Municipal   Code,    and  makes  tlie 
following  allegations  in  connection  therevitli: 


(1)  The  affected  promises  are  located  at  ^^i^O  f-«lton  St.  ,  

 ^Ban  Francisco.      I  hey  contain 

tvvQ  dwelling  units  and   No  grooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  llie  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,   together  witli  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 


(See  attached) 


(3)   (State  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  wfiy  you  claim  tlie 

appeelcd  action  sliouid  iie  modi  tied  or  reversed  by  tliis  bonrd) 

Respectfully  request  that  relief  be  given  as  advised  by  Department  of 
Public  Works  dated  July  22,   1992  and  which  is  as  follows: 

(1)  30  Days  to  meet  City  Planning  and  Other  City  Agency  Requirements. 

(2)  60  Days  thereafter  for  the  balance  of  the  work  in  the  report. 


(Attach  an  additional   sliert   if  necessary) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,    (state  which)  of  the 
premises  described  in  Paragrapfi  (2)  above  Owner  


(5)  The  official  address  of  the  under  si nnnd  Isi 

Fulton  St^j  San  Francisco,  Ca      9'tl21- j^p^^ 

Telephone  Number :_jiX5::t!.6^-i3/il3ii  


Dated!       J  ■  /6>  -  y.;ZJ  19. 


Blgnature  of  Appol  1  ani        /J  \f  /  t      '  ' '  .0  a. 


File  Appeal  witli  the  Abatemi^nt  Appeals  Doard  (a/^D),  F^oom  2G0 
Fox  Plaza  Oldg.  1390  Mar Icet  I  Street ,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone  N'umberE    (415)  554-0742. 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRAhKlSCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


:e  of  the  skretary 

PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HE^^JIING 


ellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 
Edward  K  S  Wong  


Dace:       September  2,  1992 


534  Ortega  Street 


San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Nature  of  Appeal: 

I      I      Director's  Order 

\  X  I      Franchise  Tax  Board  Noci: 

I      I      Stjperin tenden c  '  s  Complai: 
Waived  Hearing 


\      I  Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS   2928-30  Larkin  Street 
026 


BLOC-: 


LOT 


018-A 


APPE.--L  NO.  3303 


S-NC-DEQ  DC 


INSPECTOR      Derrill  Lnnger 


C  Aooellant: 


.s  is  zo  serve  notice  that:  your  aopeal,  filed  vich  the  Abateoier.t  Appeals  Beard  on 
August  10.   1992   .   -ill  be  heard  by  the  Beard  at  1:20  p..n.   on     September  23,  1992 


Roca  2S2,   City  Hall,   San  Francisco,  CA. 

further  inf orziation  is  desired,   please  inquire  at   the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
>art=ent:  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 

ur.ents  and  inforriation  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  pernits, 
Failure  to  be  represented  vill  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

1  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
1  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  cruly  yours, 

.. 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abacemenc  Appeals  Board 


*    Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant, 


!:D  215   (Rev.  9/87) 

1.15)    553-6163         A50  McAllister  Street.   Room  301,   Sun  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


r  , 


(irnFAL  FILING 
ile  appeal  willi 
ipt  Appeals  Donrd  (AAB) 

Y>a!k'![  St..  Suiln  2^^Q      ^pp^AL  TO  THE  ODATEMENT  nPPEni.n  DUARU 
jiTiHcisro.  {]!\  ^ ••iiU2 

J  n ■  ^^1'"'^'^  or  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  HON  rRONCISCU 

Ij  I  LI"!  I    54  •  60 


FRnNCIIISE  TAX  nOHRU 


j^^^i^'C^^'^         P\A^A^<^il  npfmal   Number  ^3  

Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appPcTl?;  to  the  nbatement  Appeals 
Board,    pursuant    lo  Section   203    <i)    of  Co.Jp,    Psrt  IJ, 

Chapter    I,    of   tfii?  San  Francisco  Municipal   Co»Ip,    and  makes  tlie 
following  allegations   in  connection  tlierewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at  7^-^   

 ^San  Francisco.      Ihey  contain 

 VL.  dwelling  units  and   /"      rooming  units. 

(2)  (State   in  ordinary  and  concise  1  anciuacie  tlie  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed   from,    togetlier  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 


(3)   (fetate  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 

appealed  action  slsould  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) 


U 

(Attach  an  additional    sheet    if  necessary) 

(4)  The  undersigned   is  the  (owner)/ agent ,    (state  wliicli)  of  tfie 
premises  described   in  Paragrapfi   (2)  above   


(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  iss 


Telephone  N....Mmr=         Q/'^'^^  J  7 -  f.  >^^' y^^'  ( 


'C'Hs)  /r;-  7^"?^/'  OO 

Signature  of  Appellant  \  .         ^'     ^  —  


File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Bo^rd  (AAB),  Room  260 
Fox  Plaza  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  R.-^n  Francisco,  CA  9^1102 
Telephone  Number:    (415)  554-8742. 


!  Of  THE  SECJICTaAT 

McAlliscer  Sc.,  Room  301 
Francisco,  CA  9A102 
6168 


llanc 
Iress 


A  B 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  1>AJ^  I  R/JJl1^uu 
ATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


NOTI CE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

CJ  Director's  Order 
{X/  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

fl  ABSENT 
/jj  PRESENT 


Stephen  K  &  Susan  Lee 


433  Lombard  Street 


San  Francisco.  CA  94133 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS, 
BLOCK  0077 


433-435  Lombard  St. 


LOT 


HEARING  DATE_ 
APPEAL  NUKBER_ 
INSPECTOR  


August  26.  1992 
3294   


lTEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30) 
City  Planning.  The  next  hearing  will 
Room  282,  City  Hall,  at  1:30  P.M. 


days  to  resolve  additional  7th  unit  with 
be  on  Wednesday,  September  23,  1992, 


cc:    Walter  Wong 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
AbatetaenC  Appeals  Board 


Pursuant  to  S.c.203(c)  7  of  che  ^-/"^^^rch  TSfcisio^n'h^ 
r  Appeals  Board  rehea.        appea^^  ZT Zln  V^^^^^^^^  vithin  10  da,s 

'''ri^  .  t  ""ITlll  decision      DecLion  rendered  by  the  Board  at  that  time 
of  Che  dace  of  the  decision,     uetx  ^  Market 

will  be  final.    Obcaln  rehearing  request  form  ac  Ra.260,  1390  MarRec 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9A102. 


DATE  MAILED!         September  4,  1992 


ma  Of  THE  SECRHAJIT 

50  McAlllsccr  St.,  Room  301, 
an  Francisco.  CA  9A102 


CllY  AND  COUNrr  ur  SaN  illAHLi^LU 

ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BQARD 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL  ' 

/~~J  Dlr«ecor*«  Ord«r 
IX/  Franchlie  Tax  Board  Notice 
£37  Superlntendent'a  Conplalnc 
Waived  Hearing 

£7  ABSENT 
U/  PRESENT 


Appellant 
\ddrcss 


Stephen  K.  &  Susan  Lee 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  Is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be 
on  Wednesday.  August  26.  1992  at  1:30  P.M..  Room  282.  City  Hall. 


All  Lombard  Street 


Ran  FTranclscOi  CA  94133 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS^ 
BLOCK  0077  


433-A35  Lombard  Street 
LOT  038  


HEARING  DATE    July  22.  1992 

APPEAL  NUMBER  3294  

INSPECTOR    Derrill  Langer 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


REHEARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec. 203(c)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Aba  e=ent 

Appeal.  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  vhich  a  Decision  has  °' 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  in  ^^^iji^^/if ',°at  time 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.    Decision  rendered  by  the  Board  at  that  time 
will  be  final.    Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  Rm.260.  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9A102. 


£  DATE  MAILED !      August  3.  1992 


CITY  AND  COUNH  OF  SaH  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMEMT     APPEALS  BOARD 


CE  OF  THE  SECKETARY 
PERTY  CONSERVATION 


lellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 
Lee  Stephen  K  &  Susan  


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTD  HEARING 


Dace:  July  2,  1992 
Nature  of  Appeal: 


A33    Lombard  St. 


San  Francisco,  OA  9A133 


Director's  Ordar 
Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocic! 


rij 

\      j     Superlncendenc's  Complain: 
Waived  Hearing 

□  O'^i""   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS^ 
BLOCK  0077  


m-fi35  Lorabard  St. 


LOT 


038 


APPLM  MO.  329A  S-NC-DEQ  PI 
INSPECTOR     Derrlll  Lnnper  -  CED 

lar' Appellant: 

lis"  is  CO  serve  nocice  chat  your  appeal,  filed  wich  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
5/28/92  will  be  heard  by  che  Board  ac  1:30  p.m.  on  — July  ZZ,  IV!^/  


I  Room  232,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 
further  information  is  desired,  please  Inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Koartmenc  of  Public  Works.  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any      ■  • 
,cumencs  and  informacion  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
:c.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 
Du  are  encicied  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  wich 
ou  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very_ truly  yours, 


Peter  Burna,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant. 


PCo'215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(A15)  558-6168        A50  McAllister  StraaC.  Room  301.  Sun  FranclBCo,  CA  9^102 


ITOL  FILING 
le  appeal  willi 

t  Appeals  Dwrd  (AAD)  ' 
l^nIl?/nV?c/M^         APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEni.n  DOARl) 

j  J.Jn  )'7/j  7 

f)  rL>:  $  52  00         "'"'^^  cauNTY  or  nnn  pRnNcisco 

FRANCHISE  TAX  DUARU 
Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  np|)e.nlr;  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,   pursuant  to  Section  203  (i)   of  tlie  Puildlnq  Code»   Part  11, 
Chapter   I,   of  tlie  San  Franci?;co  Municipal   Cotle,   and  make!;  tfie 
following  allegations  in  connection  tlmrewitfi: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  a  t        J^^  "        ^K-^    /  0  H  ^hl^9 

 ^San  Francisco.      Ihey  contain 

dwelling  units  and   grooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  1  annuacie  tlie  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed   from,   together  witfi  any  material  facts 
relating  tliereto) 


7^  UzQ)C\z.^  -p^a  Kl^.iSV'j'j  Ui^iTS^ 


(3)  (fetate  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 
appealed  action  should  be  modified  'or  reversed  by  this  board) 

(Altlinch   «n   «d«J  1 1:  :lono  I*  wlittnl;    if  ^^ncnnmmry} 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  Uie  owner /agent; ,   (sl:nt;e  which)  of  Ihe 
|irifmitia«  disMeribtfd  in  Pmrin^rmpii  <;>)  wtiovw    OUf^^K.  . 

(5)  The  official  address  of  Ihe  under  si  ijiietl  i^i 

^3Z  UOHK/Wi-P  ^   


TBlGphoiiB  Number ;  f^l^'J^  9  /T"'}-  6  .C  (- 


pateilf   '  ' 


Signature  of  Appellant 


rile  Appeal  witli  the  Abatement  Appeals  Po^nrd  (AAP),  Room  2G0 
Fox  Plaza  nidg.  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9^102 
Telephone  Number i    (-IIS)  55'!-n7'l2. 


ft  F  K  ti  ii' f) 

'"""All  CI  mn)\:i[]  i/;;.i.r flow 
roDf  r  fif f/pff-'-'  f.i  iv\/ 


OA. 


REVISED  COPY  10/7/92 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  USD  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 
U.^!  MINUTES  OF  HEARING  NO.  357 


September  23, 


Room  282,  City  Hall  at  1:30  P.M. 


BOARD  MEMBERS  PRESENT 


CITY  STAFF  PERSONNEL 


William  M.  Abend,  President 
Kenneth  Bohegian 
Carl  H.  Ernst 
Harry  Jamerson 


Peter  Bums  -  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 
Laurence  M.  Komfield  -  Chief  Bldg.  Inspector 
Mary  Gallagher  -  City  Planning 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS : 


INSPECTOR 


#6462 


DECISION: 


604  Mission  Street 
Mary  K.  Mason 
c/o  Ron  Wallace 
(Present) 

The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days, 
be  on  October  28,  1992. 


D.  Langer  -  CED_ 

NOV  1 0  1992 

""^^U^ife  toTAAg  will 


//6463  1839  Mason  Street  D.  Langer  -  CED 

Ng  See  &  Chun  Pui  Et  Al 
c/o  Pui  Chun  Ng 
(Present) 

DECISION:      The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days.     Appellant  needs  a 

Chinese  interpreter.    The  next  hearing  will  be  on  October  28,  1992. 


#6464  75-97  Buchingham  Way  D.  Langer  -  CED 

Stoneson  Development  Corp. 
c/o  Bert  Polacci 
(Present) 

DECISION:       Appeal  is  withdrawn  by  the  Appellant.     Appellant  may  appeal  to  the 
Board  of  Examiners . 


#6465  3615-17  22nd  Street  D.  Langer  -  CED 

Charles  W.  Syme 
(Present) 

DECISION:      The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  sixty  (60)  days.     The  case  will  be  referred  to  the  City 
Attorney's  Office  for  code  enforcement  if  all  required  work  is  not 
done  by  November  23,  1992. 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  CONTINUED  HEARING: 


#6439  1386  -  lOth  Avenue  D.  Langer  -  CED 

George  Rehmet 
c/o  Stu  Etzler 
(Present) 


DECISION:      The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
obtain  a  permit  and  complete  all  required  work  with  the  final 
approval  from  the  inspector  within  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  days 
after  issuance  of  permit.    The  case  will  be  referred  to  the  City 
Attorney's  Office  for  code  enforcement  if  all  required  work  is  not 
done  within  the  specified  time. 


) 


Abatement  Appeal  Board  &  Franchise  Tax  Hearings 
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ABATEMENT  APPEALS  CONTINUED  HEARING  Cont . ; 


#6440 


1444  Green  Street 
Artindel  Green  Partners 
c/o  Noel  Selle 
(Present) 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


DECISION:  The  appeal  is  denied.  Parapet  work  is  to  be  done  with  no  extensions 
of  time.  The  case  will  be  referred  to  the  City  Attorney's  Office  for 
code  enforcement. 


#6450  1177  California  Street  D.  Langer  -  CED 

Cal-Jones  Property 
c/o  Barbara  Omelas 
(Present) 

DECISION:      The  appeal  is  accepted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  permit  issuance.     The  case  shall  be 
brought  back  to  the  Abatement  Appeal  Boards  by  the  Secretary  if 
conditions  are  not  met. 


//6458  3921  Lincoln  Way  D.  Langer  -  CED 

Sheila  Wong 
(Present) 

DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  days.  The  case  will  be  referred  to 
the  City  Attorney's  Office  for  code  enforcement  if  all  required  work 
is  not  done  by  January  22,  1993. 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  HEARING: 


#3301 


2722-24  Folsom  Street 
John  K.  Ally in 
(Present) 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


DECISION:      The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the 
inspector  within  one  hundred  eighty  (180)  days  after  permit  issuance. 
Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if  all  required  work  is  not  done 
within  the  specified  time. 


#3302 


5420  Fulton  Street 
Stephen  Adamy 
(Present) 


D .  Langer 


CED 


DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  thirty  (30)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if  all 
required  work  is  not  done  by  October  26,  1992. 


#3303 


2928  Larkin  Street 
Edward  Wong 
(Present) 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  sixty  (60)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if  all 
required  work  is  not  done  by  November  23,  1992. 


) 
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FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  CONTINUED  HEARINGS; 


y/3294  433-435  Lombard  Street  D-  Langer  -  CED 

Stephen  K.  Lee 
c/o  Walter  Wong 
(Present) 

DECISION:      The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
revert  to  R3  and  to  complete  all  required  work  with  the  final 
approval  from  the  inspector  within  six  (6)  months  after  issuance  of 
permit.     Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if  all  required  work 
is  not  done  within  the  specified  time. 


Peter  Bums 
Acting  Secretary 


LK:ts 


r 

V 


vi/u  jacK  Mason 


1839  Mason  Street  D.  Langer  -  CED 

Ng  See  &  Chuan  Pul,  Et  Al 
c/o  Pui  Chun  Ng 


/ 


/f/  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 
"AGENDA  OF  HEARING  NO.      3  58 

Room  282. Jcitv  Hall  at  1:30  P.M. 


j 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  MEMBERS 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 

OCT  07  199Z 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


CITY  STAFF  PERSONNEL 


William  M.  Abend,  President 
Kenneth  Bohegian 
Carl  H.  Ernst 
Harry  Jamerson 
Shirley  C.  Yawitz 


Peter  Burns  -  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 
Laurence  Kornfield  -  Building  Inspector,  CED 
Mary  Gallagher  -  City  Planning 


Item  No.        Page  No.        Case  No, 


Property  Address 


Inspector 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS: 


1. 


1  -  9 


6466 


1222-1224  9th  Avenue 
Ayad  and  Jane  Hussain 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


2. 


10  -  13 


6467 


270  Turk  Street  D.  Langer  -  CED 

Ecker  Square  Inv  Partners 
c/o  James  Broussard 


3. 


14  -  16 


6468 


950  Gough  Street  J.  Greene 

St.  Paulus  Evangel  Luth  Ch 
c/o  Pastor  E.  Lee  Gerder 


CED 


4. 


17  -  19 


6469 


230-240  Brannan  Street        J.  Greene 
Consolidated  Foods  Corp. 
c/o  Patrick  Buscovich 


CED 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  CONTINUED  HEARING: 


5. 


20  -  24 


6444 


643 


2nd  Avenue 


Nagai-Rothe  Peter  B.  Tomi 
c/o  Bela  Breslau 


D.     Langer  -  CED 


25  -  31 


6460 


2887  Green  Street 
Lorenzo  E.  Murphy 


D.   Langer  -  CED 


32  -  67 


6462 


604  Mission  Street  D.  Langer  -  CED 

John  T.  &  Mary  K.  Mason 
c/o  Jack  Mason 


8. 


68  -  71  6463 


1839  Mason  Street  D.  Langer  -  CED 

Ng  See  &  Chuan  Pui,  Et  Al 
c/o  Pui  Chun  Ng 


I 


AAB/FTB  Hearing 
October  28,  1992 
Page  Two  of  Two 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  HEARINGS: 


E-n-d, 


/ml 


72  -  73 


3304 


376  Hanover  Street  D.  Langer 

Lew  Che  Seng  &  Yueh  Kiew 


CED 


10, 


74  -  77 


3306 


2277  Fulton  Street 


D.   Langer  -  CED 


Michael  O'Neill,  Et  Al 

c/o  Heather  O'Neill  Paccione 


11 


78  -  79 


3307 


420  Moraga  Street 
Margaret  U.  Croft 
c/o  Croft  Greti 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


12 


80  -  87 


3308 


540  Capp  Street 
Mercedes  Willis  A. 
c/o  George  Rodriguez 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


13 


88  -  89 


3309 


384-388  Waller  St, 


D.   Langer  ~  CED 


John  K.  Kosewic,  Ko-Ri  Inc , 


14, 


90  -  91(F)  3310 


130  Eddy  Street  D.  Langer  -  CED 

Angelo  T.  Anne  P.  Mountanos 


Note:     FTB  Case  No.   3305  -  Cancelled 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


:  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  /J^B/FTB  HEARING 


Llanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
Ilussain  Ayad  &  Jane  


Date:     October  5,  1992 

Nature  of  Appeal : 


1032  Irving  St.,  #228 


Director's  Ord-sr 


San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


I      \      Franchise  Tax  Board  Noti 

Superintendent's  Complai 
Waived  Hearing 


□  0. 


lier 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS     1222-24     9th  Avenue 

BLOCi:     1742   LOT  033 

APPE-^L  NO.     6466        S-NC-DEQ  DK 
INSPECTOR       Derrni  l.anger  

r  Appellant: 

s  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  uith  the  Abatecient  Appeals  ^^^-^  on 

Sept.   17,   1992.  vill  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on     October  28,  1992  

rJlRoom  232,  City  Hall,   San  Francisco,  CA. 

ffurther  infonnation  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
eartment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
ruments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  pers:its, 
:..     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 
:i  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
ci  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant, 


PD  215   (Rev.  9/87) 

(15)    558-6168         A50  McAllister  Street.   Room  301.   San  Francisco.   CA  9A102 


I  Ijle  appeal  willi 

liient  Appeals  Doaid  (AAi3)  ^^^^.^^  ^.^  ^^^^  nnrMEMr.MT  nrpnALG  nunRi) 
jO  Market  St.,  biiite  /:ou 

in  Francisco  CA  9'1 102  ^  ^nI)  COUNTY  OF  SAM  FRHNCISCrJ 

Tel.  No.  bM1^2 

jl  INC  FEE:  $  V..(>0  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Av;.d   MM.I   Jano   llussain   ^PP^^l   Number  ^/^^ 


Appel 1  ant 


The  umlersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  ^»-tement  Appeals 
Board,   pursuant   to  Section  203.1  of   the  Puildlng  ^ode.   Part  II, 
Chapter   I,   of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal   Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations   in  connection  tlierewith: 


U>  The  order  appealed   from  was  made  at  a  public  liearlng  by  th« 
Director  of  Public  Workc,   of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,   on    An  i;  u  s  I  12—  —  r  *^-i2_  — 


(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  atj  222-1  22/.  9il.  Ave.  

 ^gan  Francisco-    They  contain 

Lwu  ciwllln^  UMlbfi  •ncl   .  grooming  unlfcu. 

a  n  (1   n  store. 

(3>    (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  spec  1 f Ic  nature 
of  the  action  appealed   from,   together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 

Wo   are   appealing   order   of   a  ba  I  eiiie  ii  I    no.    160^33    hecnnse    1)    we  were 
informed   by   DPW  slaff   thai    because  we   were   going   to   be  out   of  town 
on   vacation   on   8/12/92,    we  did   not   need    to  attend    the   hearing  and 
we   would    1)0    rescijoduled    for   a   hearing    in   September;    2)    we  were 
unaware    tliaL   abatement    p  r  (j(  (m>  d  i  n  g  s   liad    started   on   our   building  over 
two   years   ago   because   we   were   never   notified   by   DPW   (see  below 
for  details). 

(4)  (Stata  thB  relief  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 
appealed  action  should  be  modified  or  reverBBd  by  thl«  bo.rdJ 

We  would    like   for   the  order   of  abatement    to   be   rescinded.      We  did 
not   appear   at    the   hearing   because   last   April   we   iiad   made  reservations 
for   a   vacation    for   the   week   of   8/8/92-8/ 1 '3/92 .      We   did   not  realize 
we   had   a   conflict   with   the   hearing   until   August   when   we   looked,  at 
our   August   calendar.      On   August   A,    1992  we   submitted   a   letter  t'o 
DPW   explaining   our   situation   and    re(|uesting   any   other   hearing  date.- 
Jane   llussain   also   called    DPW  and   spoke  with    lnsi)ector  Noelke. 
She  explained    the   situation    lo   him  and   asked    if   Ay;id   llussain  siioiild 
return    from    their    vacation   o.irly    to   attend    I  he   hearing.      lie   told  (cont.) 
(Attacli  an  additional  slient   if  necessary) 

(5)  The  undersigned   is  the  <j^n'^i\/agent ,    Cstate  which)   of  the 
premises  described    in  p(a^>-a4^aph    (2)    above  owner. 


(6) 


The  official  address  of  the  unV^er signed  isr 

10  3  2    I r V  i  UP   St      Hox    2  28 


n.-,«-oH,    Soplombor    17  i9/'2 
Bignature  of   ^ppnl 1 anl 

rile  npp..ai  -iu.  ihn  nt,MnM,nnt  n,,pn..in  i^.nrd  (Ann>,  Y'yl 

Foy   Plnr.T   Pldd-    IH'H)  Mnrlrl:    'Hrppt,      M.^i  Irniicjnrc,  (H  /'UU/ 


Pape   2   of   Appeal    by   Aynd   K  Jane  llussain   re    1222-  1  22/>   9lh  Ave. 

her   that    that   would    be   unnecessary    because   tlie   "building  will 
still    bo    there."     When   Jane   llussain    told    him   she   wanted   to  be 
sure    there   would    be   no   problem,    he   said   he   was   personally  noting 
on    the   calendar    that   we   were   to   be   allowed   a   continuance.  Based 
on   Inspector   Noelke's  assurances,    Ayad   llussain   did   not   return  for 
the   hearing.      When  we   received    Lhe   notice   that   a   decision  had 
been   reached   at    that   hearing.    Jane  llussain   called    Inspector  Noelke 
to   ask   why    this   had   happened.      He   had    her   speak   with  Inspector 
Laneer        He    told   Jane   llussain    that   when   a    request    for  continuance 
is  made,    there    is   no   guarantee    it   will   be   granted.      f   asked  him 
why   then    Inspector   Noelke   had    told   us   that   our   continuance  was 
granted.      All    Inspector   I, anger   could   do   was  apologize   for  the 
incorrect   information  given   to  us. 

In   addition    to    this   problem  with   DPW   c omm u n i c a t i o n  .    o n  reviewing 
the    papers   mailed    to   us    in   connection   with    the   8/12/92  hearing, 
we   have   discovered    that   on   3/25/90  a   notice  was   issued    to   us  for 
a   hearing   on  June   26,    1990  and    that   on  June   26,    1990  an  order 
to   start   abatment    proceedings   on    the   building   was   begun.  ihese 
notices   show   that    they   were  mailed   to    1222   9th   Ave.      At   the  time 
of    those   notices   we   had    nol    lived   at    1222   9lh    Ave.    for   at  least 
two    years.      We   had    properly    filed    our    change   of    address   with  the 
assessor's   office,    and   were   told    by    the   assessor's   office  that 
all   other   departments    received    updated   mailing   addresses  from 
them.      Since  we   have  always   received   our   property   tax   bills,  1 
know   that    the  address   changes  were   properly    recorded.      Since  the 
roceni    no  I  i  r  es  wo  ha  ve    received    were   sei.l:    by    DPW   by   certified  mail/ 
return   receipt   re(iuested,    1    assume   lhat    these   earlier   notices  were 
also   sent    by    this   method.      DPW  must   have   known    that   we   had  not 
received    the   earlier   noLi(es,    but    |)roce(>ded   with   this  serious 
action   without   even   bothering   to   look   up   our   correct  address. 
We   know   that   we   have   been   remiss    in   dealing   with   our  building 
violations,    but    I    can   assure   you    that    if   we   iiad    been  notified 
in   1990  of   the   hearing  and   the  City's  actions,    we  would  have 
taken   steps   to  correct    the  problems. 

We   have   received   a   notice   to  appear  at   a   hearing  9/30/92 

(as  a   continuance   of    the   8/12/92).      We   plan   to  attend    that  hearing 

and   submit   copies  of   the   receipts   for   the   permits  we  have  submitted 

for   corrective  work   on    the   building.      (Before  we   received  the 

order   of   abatement,    we   liad   already   iiired    Delta   Design    to  prepare 

our   permit   applications  and   make   sure   we  can  comply   with  what  the 

Citywants.) 


(3) 


jiifid  County  of  San  Francisco 


CODE    EHl' ORCEIIEJIT  DIVISION 

D  I\  T  E  :    0  8/21/92 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
1  2  2  2  -  1  2  2  'I    0  9  T  H    A  V 
BLOCK:     17M2       LOT:  033 
SEfi:     0  1    CASE:  DKO 

'l'JS.-iAI]l    AY  AD    C  JAKE 

1  0  3  2  I  P.  V 1 1  G  ST    2  2  0 

SAN   FRANCISCO  CA 


Depai  linent  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


OUliER'S  NAME: 
HUSSAIN   AYAD   £  JANE 


94122 


INSPECTOR : 


DISTRICT:  37A 


C  T :    3  0  2 


(3  R  D  ER   OF    ABATEMEN  T  _U  N 1)  KR   SECTION   2  0. 3^  2  0  ;i^Tl_O.F_T 

ORDER  NO.    1  6  0  '1  3  3 


BUILDING  CODE 


REGULAR 


hearing   o±   tlie   complaint   of   the   Superinteiulen  t   of   the   Bureau  of  Build 
jng   Inspection  on  file   in  tlie   office   of  the   Director   of   Public  MorKs 
a'^aiJist   tlie   property   at   tlie   location  shown  above  was 
in   accordance   with   the   DPW   HEARING   ORDER   NO.  159M05. 
The   hearing   was   conducted   by   a  representative   of  the 
THE    OWNER   WAS    NOT  REPRESENTED. 


lield  on  08/'^?/92 
Director . 


Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  liearing, 
and  determines   as   follows : 


the   Director  finds 


1 


That  notice   lias   been  duly  given  ar    required   by  law  and   the  order 
of   tJie   Director,   more   than  MO  liours   prior    to   the  hearing. 

2.  That  the   conditions   are   as   stated   in  the   complaint  of  the 
Superintejident  of   the   Bureau  of   Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the   condition  of  said   structure   constitutes   a  public  nui- 
sance  under   the   terms   of   the   Building   Code   of   tlie  City  and 
County   of   San  Francisco. 

The   Director   hereby   orders   that   within     30   DAYS   of   the   date   of  this 
order,    the   owner   or  his   representative   shall  liave   issued  to  him  a 
permit  a.-.d   <-omplete   the   ,iorK  iiecessary   to  bring   said   building  into 
conformance   witj.  the   San  Francisco  Building   Code.      The   time  period 
shall   commence   from  the   date   of   this  order. 

APPEAL:    Pursuant   to   ^-ction   203. (t)    of   the   San  Francisco   Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed   L)  tlie  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals- 
must  be   in  writing  on  forms   oJ^tained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  FoK  Plaza,    Suite   250  ,    1  390   Market  Street    ( 55i|-87t|2  )  ,    and  must  be 
filed   with   tiie   Secretary   of   the    Board   within  TEN    (10)    DAYS   of  09/08/92. 


Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  (  5  )  (1  Sigjied  ) 
Approved:  08/12/92 


r  ul 


h  n   E     C  r  i  b  b  s 
irector   of   Pu))lic  Works 


37A-P20-P20-006 

(  Ml  5  )  55'I-07M2  1390    MARKET   ST   SUITE    250    SAN    FRANCISCO  94102 


('0 


August   A.    199  2 

Depa  r  tiiien  L   ol    I'ubiic  Works 
Bureau   ot    Building  Inspection 
Code    Rn  f  orcciiien  L  Division 
1390  Market   St.,    Suite   2  30 
San   Francisco,    CA  9A102 

KE:      Block   17A2,    Lot  0J3 
Order   No.  159A05 

Dea  r  S  i  r : 

I  am  unable   to  attend   I  lie  hearing  on  August    1  2,    1992  at   10  a.m. 
because  my   lamiiy   and   1   will   be  gone  on   vacation.      Please  assign 
me  a  hearing  on  anotlier  date   (we  have  no  plans   to  be  gone  any 
otiier  week). 


Ayad  llussain 
1  {)-\:>    1  rv  i  II)',      I  .  //■.■'-■<^H 
San   Franc  i  sccj  ,    CA   94  122 
(415)  664-3929 


FOR  FISCAL  YEAR  J 

^.r,^^    ocrimpn  PROPERTY  TAX  BILL  •     juLY  1. 1969  -  JUNE  3Q,;i|0PJ 

,JY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN 

$520.17 


1 U  S  S  A I  N_^AYAD_J^-^-^-^-£ 


VOL 

3 


ULOCK  NU 


LOI  NO 

33 


[AX  1311. 1  NO 


-jTTnAll  CI  il  I  UU  VALUt 


T^FsCrniol  AM  MAIILM  I.  I'taa 


TocAiioN  or  ciux'tniY 


HUSSAIN  AYAD  &  JANE 
p  0  BOX  1135 
WINDSOR  CA  T5MT2 


I  AtJI) 
IMI'  Sill 

ii.ir  I IX 

I'l  US 
■  I'HDI' 

I  XI  tvir 
III  I 

"  VAl  I  M 


1  AX 

1 1 1/. 

WHIM  OWNI  II 


bD.3MT 
ME-.2M3 


7-.uua 

T5.5T2 


l-.lia.2M 
7b. 3U 


StCONU  INSIALLMENI  TAX 

$520.17 


TOTAL  TAX  DUE 


KEEP  THIS  PORTION  FOR  YOUR  RECORDS 


HOWEVER.  IF  YOU  WISH  A  RECEIPT,  RE 


llfk  tSllnE  BILL. 


/  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


CODE    EHF0RCEI1ENT  DIVISIOJ{ 

DATE--    0  8/2  1/9  2 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
1  222-  1  224    09TJI  AV 
BLOCK:     17'42      LOT:  033 
SEC:    01    CASE:  DKO 

HUSSAIH  AYAD  £  JAKE 
1032  IRVIHG  ST  ft220 
SAN    FRANCISCO  CA 


OllJfER'S  NAI1E: 
JIUSSAIN    AYAD  £ 


9  Ml  2  2 


INSPECTOR 


JANE 


DISTRICT:    37  A 


CT:  302 


0  R 1)  E  R_  0  F_ A  li  A  .T_EJiK  N  T__D  NJ)  E  H  _  S_E  C  T I  OJi Z  ^  3  -  2  0 1       O  F.  _T  ILE 
BUILDING    CODE  REGULAR  ORDER   NO.     1  6  0  '1 3  3 

Hearing   oi   the   complaint   ol    tlie   SuperijvLendeiit   of   tlie   Bureau  of  Build 

ing   Inspectioii  on  file   in   the   office   of    tlie   Director   of   Public  MorKs 

against  the   property   at   tJie   location   sliown   above   was   held   on  08/12/92 

in   accordance   with   the   DPW   HEARING   ORDER  NO.  1S9M05. 

The   liearing   was   coiiducled   by   a   r  epreseiita  tive   of   tlie  Director. 

THE   OWNER   HAS   NOT  REPRESENTED. 


Based  upon  tlie  facts  as  submitted  at  the  liearing, 
and  determines   as  follows: 


the   Director  finds 


1.  That  notice  has   been  duly  given  as   rerxuired  by  law  and   the  order 
of   the   Director,    more   tlian  UQ  hours   prior   to   the  hearing. 

2.  That  the   conditions   are   as   stated   in  the   complaii\t  of  the 
Superintendent  of   the   Bureau  of   Building  Inspection, 

3.  That  the   condition  of  said   structure   constitutes   a  public  nui- 
sance  under   the   terms   of   the   Building   Code   of   the  City  and 
County   of   Saii  Francisco. 

The   Director   hereby   orders   that   within     30   DAYS   of   the   date   of  this 
order,    the   owner   or   his   representative   sliall   have   issued   to  him  a 
permit  and   complete   the   work  necessary   to   bring  said   building  into 
conformance   with  the   San  Francisco   Building  Code.      The   time  period 
shall   commence   from   the   date   of    this  order. 

APPEAL:    Pursuant   to  Sectioji  203.  (t)   of   the   Sa)i  Francisco   Building  Code, 
this   order  may   be   appealed   to  the   Abatement  Appeals   Board.  Appeals 
must   be    in   writing   on   forms    obtained   from    the    Abatement   Appeals  Board 
at   FoK   Plaza,    Suite   250,    1390   llarHet  Street    (55H-87M2),    and   must  be 
filed  with  the   Secretary  of   the   Board   witliin  TEN   (10)   DAYS  of  09/08/92. 

"■■    ■}  ! 

Owner  V^iry  Truly  Yours, 

File    (2)  !      '  ,  ; 

BID    ( 5  )    (1    Signed  )  >      .       ..  . 

Approved:  00/12/92 


A     {  .   >  ■■ 
jlhn   E.  Cribbs 
Director    of   Public  Works 


(  i|  1  5  )  !35'l-87'l  2 


37A-P20-P20-003 
1390    MARKET    ST   SUITE    250    SAN    FRANCISCO    9  4  10  2 


Uuieau  o(  Uuildiny  Inspect" 

/.so  MCALLISTER  STRl'XT,  IIM.  30 z 
SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA.  94102-4583 


ADMINISTRATIVE  HEARING 


Subject_ 

~^^^^Z^^^22.^^-------  COMPETE  [IZT  COMPLAINT 

[3]    ROUTINE  CZU  ENERGY 

Dear  Owner  or  Asent: 

a  Notice  of  Violation  has  been  duly  ^  ven  ■  ■  d  „uh 

to  co.„ly  tuny  with  the  -  ^       /I  "  In  Francisco  a,.d  it  has  been 

the  laws  ami  ordinances  of  the  City  an  I  i.ouniy 
determined  as  follows  (by  the  checked  boxes): 

O         That  a  ,.uUdin.  .er.U  A,.„.,cation  is  to  be  filed  within  day^^ 

:rn:'tin:'::i:rrb;";.s:cTrVfr::  c  n?:  r^eriit  ..rean m 

that  ail  required  work  13  to  be  completed  with    days 

thereafter. 

□  2.    submit  additional  information  and/or  plans  requested  by: 

□  Dept  of  City  I'lanning  (S38-(>3  77  )  within   __  days 

□  Building  Inspection  Division  (558-60%)  within  _   clays 

.      .        /»  )  is  to  be  picked 

days  thereafter. 

rn    A.     That  all  required  work  is  to  be  completed  within   clays 

  under  building  Permit  (Application  it   _  • 

□  5      That  all  required  work  is  to  be  completed  within    days. 

tlL  with  clearances  fro,n  the  respective  inspectors. 


n    7.  Other 


□  ?-;,7-",:':,'-::;r;::;:.t:.'. 

558-60*J()  between  8-<J  am  or  4-5  pm). 

(phone:     558-6220  between  8-9  am  or  4-5  pm). 

□  ,0.    That  „,o„  the  co„,„.otion  o,  aU  required  •■,;r-62°o"brt::en'''' 

llousint  Inspector   .  ■  ~ 

8-9  am  or  4-5  pm)  Lor  final  inspection, 

 /  .     ...fprrrd  for  AhATPilENT  PROCEEDINGS 

rTlll.     You  did  not  appear.     ^""^^  (558-6220). 
^  and  will  be  processed  by  the  Housing  Inspection  Divisiw.. 

Very  truly  yours, 


I..   L.   Lit<hfirld.  W. 
.Supe r  J iil«'ndent 

nuronu  of  lUiildinr.  Inspect  ion 


HID  230-REV. 1-88 


fARTMENTOF  PUBLIC  WORKS 

Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 
'  •  Housing  Inspection  Division 


NOTICE  TO  SHOW  CAUSE 


fiiuRE  lO  COMPLY  WITH  NOTICE  OF  VIOIATION  DATED 
1  FAILURE  TO  FILE  FOR  THE  REQUIRED  BUILDING  PERMIT.  ^^^^  PLANNING 

]  FAILURE  TO  SUBMIT  ADDITIONAL  INFORMATION  AND/OR  PLANS  REQUESTED  BY  ^  ,,,„^o  INSPECTION  DIVISION 

1  FAILURE  TO  PICK  UP  THE  REQUIRED  BUILDING  PERMIT. 

2  FAILURE  TO  COMPLETE  WORK  UNDER  BUILDING  PERMIT  (APPLICATION 

3  OTHER —  " 


Date 


^2^\aQ  ^  

s„biac,  3fe^;iS^-W^^  

JTl  COMPLAINT 
n  COMPLETE  -11-1  '-^'^ 

r-  n  ENERGY 

□  ROUTINE  I— • 


.at  10  A.M.,  Room  605, 


FAILUKt         MrruAAix  ...^^  ■  

WARNING 

p,eose  .e  o..se.  .Ho,  once  -^^^--^^-^-Z^^^^^^ 

proceedings,  the  Bureou  of  Building  '^f  ^  ""^^^  '  "^P'h.ll  be  assessed  upon  ,he  property 
hearing,  end  oil  prior  and  subsequent  °."^"f.^  ^°^^Vde  Said  violations  will  not  be  deemed 
owners  as  per  Section  203(b)  (3)  San  ''""^'''{I  '^J^l^^^^^^^^  assessment  to  the  Central 

,e,.|,  obated  -  -  -  dmgs  agams.  the 

^  .^e  son  PFandsco  Building  Code. 


DFCNSC9  -* 


L  L.  Litchfield,  PE 

Superintendent 

Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


DFCNSC9 
9003-006 
HIO-27  3/89 


HOUSING  INSPECTOR 

Telephone  (415)  558- JoU^ 


1 

I 
1 


I 

I 


OF  THE  SECRETARY 

BRTY  CONSERVATION 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


llanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
Ecker  Square  Inv  Partners   


25  Ecker  St.,  #600 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Dace:     October  5,  1992 

Nature  of  Appeal: 


|~X~1      Director's  Ordar 

\      \      Franchise  Tax  Board  Noc: 

I       j      Superinrendanc ' s  Compla: 
Waived  Hearing 

I      \  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS_270  Turk  St 
BLOCK  0338 


LOT 


010 


S-NC-DEO  DA 


APPE.'VL  NO.  6A67 
INSPECTOR      Derrlll  Langer 


:  Appellant: 

s  is  CO  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
ipt.  24,  1992  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  ac  1:30  p.m.  on     October  28,  1992 

"Room  2S2,  City  Hall,   San  Francisco,  CA. 

further  information  is  desired,   please  inquire  at  Che  Abatement  Division  of  the 
:artmenc  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  ^50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
juments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  perxits. 
Failure  Co  be  represented  will  constiCuce  an  aucomacic  denial. 

are  entitled  to  appear  personally  wich  your  wicnesses,  if  any,  and  Co  have  with 
counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours. 


(A 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  was  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent. 


3  215   (Rev.  9/87) 

15)   558-6168         A50  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,   Sun  Francisco,   CA  9A102 


'      File  appeal  wiUi 

^alemenl  Appeals  Board  (AAB)    ^pp^^^  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEOLB  BOARD 
nQfl  Market  St,  Suiie  /ju  .  -  , 

San  Francisco.  CA  9A102  ^.^^Y  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Tel.  No.  554-8742 
fiiiMRFFE:  !^  54.60 


DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Appellant*^  ^ 


Appeal  Number, 


tonowlng  aUegatlonB  in  connection  therewith. 


Ban  FranciBCO,  on   (  n .yU^-vwuyv^  r  1^  — 

(2)  The  affecbed  premises  are  ^-^^^^^^f,",,.     ju.y  contain 


dwelling  units  and 


O 


rooming  units. 


relating  thereto)  W'-.-X:^'^: 


15  M6T  M69b£P 


(Attach  an  additional  sheet  U  necessary) 


Datedi 


Signature  of  Appellant 


appeal   With  the  Abntem.Wt  '^PP--  ^Cc^;  0^.102 

laU  Bldq.   1390  H^rKpt  Rtrpet,     Snn  Francisco, 


File 
Fox  PI 

Tnl  pphonf?  Nuni»)»?r 


Slil>ll':MI!r,R2l.  1992 


n  IRRFNT  OWNFRS  I'URCI  lASF.D  270  T(  IRK  STRPrT  ABOl  IT  6  MONTI  IS  AGO 
AR0T2  MONTI- S  AFI  ER  PlIRCI  1  ASF.,  NFW  OWNFRS  RF.CFl VF,I)  A  NOTin-,  I O 
rS  eNTOY  GATE  THIS  VIOLATION  WAS  ABOUT  ONE  YEAR  01,1),  AND  WAS  A 
cIVaTION  Aolim^^^^  OWNERS,  NEW  OWNFRS  WERE  NOT  AWARE  OF 

THIS  VIOLATION 

THE  COST  ESTIMATE  TO  REPAIR  THE  ENTRY  Bl  IZZER  WAS  ABOUT  $100  THE 
ENTRY  SYSTEM  WAS  OLD  AND  DILAPIDATED,  AND  INSTEAD  OF  REPAIRING  AN 
ANTIOUA 1  ED  SYV^^^^^         OWNERS  UPGRADED  11  IE,  SYSTEM  AND  SPENT  SOME 
$^00  ThI'm^^^^    newer,  more  SECURE,  B.  IlLDING  FOR  ALL  TENANTS, 

THE  WORK  WAS  A  MODERNIZATION  AND  IMPROVEMENT  TO  AN  EXITING 
SYSTCM  NOT  THE  INSTALLATION  OF  A  NEW  SYSTEM,  NEW  OWNERS  HAVE 
Sl^EDWI™  THE  CITY  NOTICE,  EVEN  THOUGH  THE  CITATION  WAS  AGAINST 

FORMER  OWNER. 

NOW  TUE  CITY  WANTS  NEW  OWNERS  TO  OBTAIN  A  Rl  " 
OWNERS  BELIEVE  THIS  IS  UNNECESSARY  PAPERWORK,  AND  ^  ^Fl  ER  1 1 II J  A^^ 
BUREAUCRATIC  RED  TAPE.  OWNERS  BELIEVE  THAT  THIS  IS  AN  UNNECESSARY 
AND  UNFAIR  DEMAND  BY  THE  CITY. 

OWNERS  REQUES  r  TI  lAT  Tl  IE  (MTY  I ISE  SOME.  COMMON  SI {NSIi  AND 
DISCRESSION  UNDER  THIS  SITUATION  AND  WAIVE  Tl  IE  REQUIREMENT  Tl  lA  I  AN 
"AFTER  THE  FACT"  PERMIT  BE  REQUIRED 

THANK  YOU, 

ECKER  SQUARE  INVESTMENT  PARTNERS 

.  "i 


JAMES  BROUSSARD,  GENERAL  MANAGER 


,y  ciiid  uouiily  ul  odii  l  iiiiicibcu 

CODE   EHFORCEnENT  DIVISION 

DATE:  07/31/92 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
270    TURK  ST 
BLOCK:    0338      LOT:  010 
SEg:     01    CASE:  DAD 

ECKER   SQUARE    INV  PARTNERS 
25    ECKER   ST  #600 
SAN   FRANCISCO  CA 

9U  105 


Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
ECKER   SeUARE   INV  PARTNERS 

INSPECTOR:   


DISTRICT:  38A 


CT:  125 


ORDER   OF    ABATENENT   UNDER   SECTION   203-203.R   OF  THE 
BUILDING    CODE  REGULAR  ORDER   NO.     1602  10 

Hearing   of  the  complaint  of   the   Superintendent  of  the   Bureau  of  Build- 
ing Inspection  on  file   in  the   office   of  the   Director  of  Public  Works 
against  the   property   at  the   location  shown  above  was   held  on  07/22/92 
in  accordance  with  the   DPW  HEARING   ORDER  NO.  159168. 
The  hearing  was   conducted   by  a  representative   of  the  Director. 
THE    OWNER   WAS    NOT  REPRESENTED. 

Based  upon  the   facts   as   submitted   at  the  hearing,    the  Director  finds 
and  determines   as  follows: 

1  .      That  notice  has   been  duly  given  as   required   by  law  and   the  order 
of   the  Director,    more   than  M8  hours   prior   to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the   conditions   are   as   stated   in  the   complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the   Bureau  of   Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the   condition  of  said   structure   constitutes   a  public  nui- 
sance  under   the    terms    of   the    Building   Code    of   tlie   City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 

The   Director   hereby   orders   that   within     30   DAYS   of   the   date   of  this 
order,    the   owner   or  his   representative  shall  have   issued   to  him  a 
permit   and   complete   the   worK  necessary   to   bring   said   building  into 
conformance  with  the   San  Francisco   Building  Code.      The   time  period 
shall  commence   from  the   date   of   this  order. 

APPEAL :    Pursuant  to   Section  203. (t)   of   the   San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be   in  writing   on  forms   obtained   from  the   Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox   Plaza,    Suite   250,    1390   MarKet   Street    (554-8742),    and  must  be 
filed   with  the  Secretary  of  the   Board  within  TEN   CIO)   DAYS  of  08/18/92. 

Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  ( 5 )  (1  Signed  ) 
Approved:  07/22/92 


hn  E.  Cribbs 
:ector   of  Public  WorKs 


(415 ) 554-8742 


38A-P20-P20-005 
1390    MARKET   ST   SUITE    250    SAN   FRANCISCO  94102 


■  5  Of  THE  SKUl*" 

C0..SERVM10N 


950  Gough  St.  94102 
^SanJrancj^£2-L_S^  ' 


.  October^hJ:!?! 
Date:   


CD 

a 


DireCuO^ 
franchise  lax 

Lived  Uearxng 


^     Fi-2^d  on 
,     -.h  Che  ^ba.emenc  Appe^i^  ^^^ 

Dear  Appellant.  ^PP^^-'^ard  ac  l'-^^  P*"^*   

^-is  is  CO  serve  ---.^^f  Jeard  by  che  Board  ^^^^ 

::lU4|V^HaU^^         -^"^"7r;...uire  ac  che  ^--^rase'r in.  any^^ 
Rooa.  -3-.  ^  desired,  pl^f  ^ 


,  is  CO  serve  v.eard  by  the  nu.  .,,.sion  o£  the 

^r^^rlilure  CO  be  represented  ^^^^  ^,^,,3ses. 

..i.^ed  CO  appear  personally 
coursel  o£  your  choice.  ^^^^^  ,ours. 


very  truly  y°^^=^ 

(yXX^^    ( '  secretary 
^bacemenc  ApP^^is 


Orxg 


inal  Notice 


of  lleariTig  was 


sent  to  App 


ellant  s 


Agent . 


9M02 

(U5)  558-6168 


I  ■  AinAUiiiiu. 

I    Filo  auneal  witli 

Lent  Appeals  Boa.d  (MB)    ^^^^^^  nnnTGMnNT  ornnALB  nunRT) 

Tel  No.  bWl^^ 

jTjimn  FFE:  ^  3/i.JiO  UlRtlCTDR'G  ORDER 

Appel lant 

Bo-rd,  P-'^^J  '^'-^F^anctsc;  Municipal  Co.le,  and  n,akeB  th^ 

T...  ore.,  appealed   Uo..^^^                    ^^'^r/ '7^^^ 
Director  of  Public  VI<:.r\-^jJ^J^      ^   ,   


San  Francisco,  on   ,^   ir  / — —  ,  j-yy  cr  /  4- 

C2)  The  affected  precise,  are  located^  at_^^^^^^i^|Li^ 

  -TT         ^                          rooming  units- 
dwelling  units  and  .  

relating  thereto)  ^^7^ 

^  R  F  C  I 


RECEIVED 

BURtAll  or  BUILDING  IN3FECTI0N 

SEP,2!)  1992 

J'^  

CODE  ENFORCCMF.NT  PIV. 


^^'/^  ^T;t?ac^,<n"'a'd£iona,  .....t  if  n.ce..ary) 

-  - -f/d-Icrtb'd  ^jp.?^:^ 


(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 


Telephone  Number:  ±az  (^^-C^  ^  


rov  Plara  nld„.    1  W  n-rl-nl:   nlrnrl  . 


y  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Deparlmenl  of  Public  Worlds 
Bureau  of  Building  inspection 


CODE    EHFORCEMEKT  DIVISION 

DATE:  09/11/92 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
950    GOUGH  ST 
BLOCK:    07UM      LOT:  010 
SEg:    01    CASE:  PPO 

ST   PAULUS    EVANGEL   LUTH  CH 
950   GOUGH  ST 
SAM  FRAKCISCO  CA 

9  HI  0  2 


OlIMER'S  JIAME: 
ST   PAULUS    EVAHGEL    LUTH  CH 


INSPECTOR : 


DISTRICT:  37A 


CT :  160 


ORDER   OF    ABATEMENT   UNDER   SECTION    203-203. R   OF  THE 


RUILDING  CODE 


PARAPET 


ORDER   NO.  160527 


Hearing  of  the   complaint  of   tJie   Superintendent  of  tJie   Bureau  of  Build 

ing   Inspection  on  file   in  the   office  of  the   Director  of   Public  Works 

against  the   property   at  the   location  shown  above  was  lield  on  09/02/92 

in  accordance   with  the   DPM   HEARING   ORDER  NO.  159514. 

Tlie   Jiearing   was   conducted   by   a  representative   of   the  Direcbor. 

TJ[E   OWNER   WAS  REPRESENTED. 

Based   upon  the   facts   as   submitted   at  the  hearing,    the   Director  finds 
and  determines   as  follows: 


1  . 

2  . 

3  . 


Tliat  notice   lias   been  duly  given  as   required   by  law  and    l:lie  order 
of   t]\e   Director,    more   than   48   hours   prior   to   the  hearing. 
That   the   conditions   are   as   stated   in   tlie   complaint   of  tJie 
Superintendent   of   the   Bureau   of   Building  Inspection. 
TJiat  the  condition  of  said   structure   constitutes   a  public  nui- 
sance  under   the   terms   of   tJie   Building   Code   of   tlie   City  and 
County  of   San  Francisco. 


The   Director  hereby   orders   that  within    180   DAYS  of  the   date  of  this 
order,    the   owner   or   his   representative  sliall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit   and   complete   tlie   work  necessary   to   bring   said  building 
conformance   with   the   San   Francisco   Building  Code 
shall   commence   from   the   date   of   this  order. 


ill  to 
The   time  period 


APPEAL 


  Pursuant   to   Section  203.  (t)   of  tlie   San  Francisco  Building  Code, 

this    order   may   be    appealed   to   tlie    Abatement   Appeals    Board.  Appeals 
must  be   in  writing   on  forms   obtained  from  the   Abatement  Appeals  Board 

250,    1  390  Market  Street   (55'I-87M2),    and  must  be 

of   the   Board   within  TEN   (10)    DAYS   of  09/29/92. 


at  FoK  Plaza,  Suite 
filed   with  the  Secretary 


Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  ( 5 )  (1  Signed  ) 
Approved:  09/02/92 


ihn   E.  Cribbs 
lirector   of  Public  Works 


37A-P20-P20-0014 

(i|  15  )55'»-87M2  1  390   MARKET   ST   SUITE   250   SAN   FRANCISCO  94102 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


-E  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

PEP.TY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 


Consolidated  Foods  Corp 
c/o  Gallo  Salame  Div. 
250  Brannan  St, 


Dace:     October  5,  1992 

Nacure  of  Appeal: 


San  Francisco,  CA  94107 


T~\      Director's  Ordir 

i      Franchise  Ta>:  Beard  Noc: 


I       I      Superintendenc ' s  Compla: 
Waived  Hearing 


\      I  Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  230-240  Rrannan  St. 

025 


BLOCK 


3774 


APPE-\L  NO. 
INSPECTOR 


6469 


LOT 


S-NC-DEQ  PP 


Derrill  I.anger/J.  Greene 


ar  Appellant: 

is  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  uith  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
Sept.  30,   1992      .  vill  be  heard  by  the  Board  ac  1:30  p.m.   on     October  28,  19^Z 


Room  232,  City  Hall,   San  Francisco,  CA. 
further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
■oartment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301.  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any _ 
|,cuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permts, 
[c.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 
,u  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,   if  any.  and  to  have  with 
)u  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  was  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent 


'CD  215   (Rev.  9/87) 

A15)   558-6168         A50  McAllister  Street.   Room  301,   San  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


n 


Ari'tAlllUNU 
File  appeal  wilt) 

Kafffi^^^  ^^^^^^        THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BDARD 

^^YerJlf  SS'^B^^^^^^        or  THE  CITY  ^ND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCIGCO 
FIMNr.  FEE:  $  54.60  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


PATRICK  BUSCOVICH   App««l  Numb»r. 

Appellant 


The  under  signed  appellant  hereby  appes^ltt  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,  pursuant  to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  11, 
Chapter  I,  of  the  Ban  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewithi 


(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,  of  the  City  and  County  of 
Ban  Franc iiBCO,  on  SEPTEMBER    2  ,X9^  _ 


(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at  Ll 


250  BRANNAR 


  8an  Francisco.    Tliey  contain 

0      dwelling  units  and  0  grooming  units. 


<3)  <Btate  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  speclflo  nature  -4 ■ 

of  the  action  appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  J,- 
relating  thereto)  I 

..  THE  BBI  IS  REQUIRING  PARAPET  BRACING  OF  THIS  UNREINEORCED  MASONRY  " "fel 
■'•''■■^BUTLDING.   ''I  HAVE  RECOMMEND  AS  THE  STRUCTURAL  ENGINEER  DESIGNING.  • 

THE  PARAPET  BRACING  THAT  THE  PARAPET  BRACING  BE  DESIGNED  FOR  r-rnr-r-n^^: 
-   -  INT-EGRATION  IN  A  FUTURE^SEISMIC  UPGRADE  -OF  THE  BUILDING .     THE  .  . 

OWNER  IS  PROCEDING  WITH  RETAINING  AN  ENGINEERING  FIRM  TO  DO  THIS  •  i'^ 
STUDY.  r  .  '  ■  ^  'vi 


(4)  Otntn  thu  Vilief  you  nwd  and  reasons  why  you  cUlm  the  ,  li. 

^ppfliflki^ci^flqtlon  fh^>Wl«>  be^^m«<fif  Ift"' ri»ywriied  by  Oh  in- board)  ■ 

-      ^-HS  '  ORDER  %-'AgATBM5NT'aJVES  ia0  ^fiAYSTO  .OOMPIjBTB'^'TnE  '  PAPAPB'T^^'BRAoiN^j!^' 
SINGE  THIS  BUILDING  IS  APPROXIMATE  90 ,000^1T  WILL  TAKE  I2DNCER  THAN 
6  M0NTH5"T0  COMPLETE  THE  STUDY,   COMPLETE  THE  PARAPET  PLANS,  GET  A  !;. 
^PERMIT    AND  DO  THE  WORK,  APPELLANT  WOULD  LIKE  1  YEAR  TO  COMPLETE 
THE  PARAPET  BRACING.  -  ,         >  ' 


(Attach  an  additional  sheet  if  necessary) 

<S)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  which)  of  the 
premiBes  described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above  A^i^i^i  ,^  


(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  Isi 


FRANCISCO,    CA  9.||,I0.9. 


Tel  ephono  ■■  Number « _iJilSA_M5x5aiL5 


Datedi         SEPT     2^   19^ 

$Jignafcurw  of  Appellant 


Patrick  Buocovlch 


File  Appeal  with  the  AhfilRmpnt  Apppnin  Ponrd  (AAD),  Room  260 
Fox  rinzn  ni<l(i.    1390  \1nri<r*\:  Cltrrpptr     Rnn  FrnncJpro,   CA  9'1102 


i 


Deparlmenlol  public  works 
^Com\^  of  San  Francisco  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 

CODI  EKFORCIMKT  DIVISION 

DITE.  09/11/92 
pROFERTlf  ADDRESS- 
,3O-2U0   BRAMKAN  ST 
"lock.    "7M     lot-  025 

sEe.  0  1  CASE-  pro  ,  

COKSOLIDATED   FOODS   CORP  COKSOLID ATED   FOODS  CORP 

-,rrn   <;n.M1E  DIV 


GALLO   SRLAHE  DIV 

250   BRRKNfiH  ST  IKSPECTOR'  .  

SAK  ER.KCISCO  CA  ^^^^^  37A  CX,  IV. 

,    -   ^  of  the  superintendent  "^^'^^    ,  Public  Works 

T,«ar-fna  was  conaucxea 
-  OKKER  «AS   REPRESEH.ED.  ^^^^  ^^^^^^^^ 

-facts  as   submitted  at  tne 
Based  upon  the  *^^^^-^!,^_, 

and  determines  as  follows  ^^^^ 

,       Xhat  notice  has  been  ^fj^^^ ho^rs^pr ior  to  f^^XlT'X. 
^'     A  the  Director,  nvore  than  m«  ^^^^  complaint  of  tn 

2.     Thafthe  conditions  as  ^stated^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 

superintendent  of  the   d         structure  ^^^'^^'^^^^^tL  city  and 

-  rrce^:::a:rttr::r:^s  :rt.e  Buii^in.  coae ..e 

county  of  San  rranoisco.  ^^^^  ^^^^^ 

..e  Director  Hereby  oraer.  .Hat^«i.Hin  ir^U  have  i.^ue.  - 

pernvit  and  ^-'"'^i" *stn  Frafcisoo  Building  Code - 
conformance  with  'l^*  ,  of  this  order - 

shall  commence  from  the  date  ,„„cisco  Building  code, 

pursuant  to  ^-f-.f  ^ribftemrnt  .PP-1=  Boar^,  APPeals^^ 
tSftrder  may  be  -""^^^,*:,tained  from  ^He  abatement  m  „,,t,,bS^^  | 
„ust  be  in  -"-ta  Sso!   U90  UarXet  Street  <55M  B7M   '^^^^  „i  09/29/92/ 
f.Jer/ith-the^rerrelary  o^the  Board  «rth.n  ,^  ^_ 

filed  very)  Tnuly  ^our^s^-  — 

owner  ifl^^  \j ^< 


lll\lV^^   Signed)  rfr^c'torTf" Public  WorKs 

Approved:    09/02/92  (/ 

37A-P20-P20-00M 

,3,0  ..RK..  3.   SUX.E   2S0   SAH  ERAHCXSCO  9.-02 


f 


CITY  AND  COUNPf  OF  SAN  FHANCISCO 

ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


E  Of  THE  SKJIHAXT 

iMcAlliscer  Sc.,  Room  301 
Pranclsco,  CA  9A102 
6168 


NOTICEOFDECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

fyCJ  Director'*  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

£J  ABSENT 
JjJ  PRESENT 


ellanc      Nagal-Rothp  Peter  B.  Tomi 


ress 


543  -  2nd  Avenue 


San  Fv^nnisro.  CA      94 118 


PROPERTY  ,^PpPrgQ  f^Al  -  2nd  Avenue 
BLOCK         1642  LOT  Ml  


nr^riNr  Pft"^-          I.i^n?;!:  26,  1992 


APPEAL  NIMBER 
INSPECTOR 


6A4A 


Derrill  Langer 


ATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 

A  for  c=-ivtv  (60)  days.     The  next,  hearing  will  be  on 

The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  kk)\j )  uay^ 

iue  ucis        ^      ,       oQ     1QQ9     of-  1.30  P.M.,  Room  282,  City  nail. 

Wednesday,  October  28,   1992,  at  i . Ju  t  .n. , 


cc:     Bala  Breslau 


^ter  BuT^s,  Acting  Secretary 
Abate3ienc  Appeals  Board 

the  Abacemen; 


K.H^X.C:     P.rsoa„c  .o  S-.203CO  7  of  ^-  S-  Francisco  -u^ina  -^e .  ^.h.  . 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  "  'PP'  teen  made  In  vrlclns  within  10  da 

provided  .  request  •/„=*^"^f,Lioa  rendered  by  the  Board  at  that  ti=e 

"llfLllnal!  'llX'lT.r...  re,nesc  form  a.  Hm.^SO.  1390  Mar.e. 
Street.  San  Franclaco.  CA  94102. 


fFia  Of  THE  SKAfTAAT 

50  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
an  Francisco,  CA  9A102 
58-6168  ' 


ppellanc  Nagai-Rothe  Peter  B.  Tomi 
kddress 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BQARD 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

no  Director's  Order 
CZI  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
/  7  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

CD  ABSENT 
ITJ  PRESENT 


641  -  2nd  Avenue 


San  Franrisco.  CA  94118 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  643 

BLOCK  1642    

HEARING  DATE  June  24,  1992" 


2nd  Avenue 


LOT  Oil 


6444 


APPEAL  NUMBER  

INSPECTOR     Derrill  Langer 


The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be  on 
Wednesday,  August  26,  1992  at  1:30  P.M.,  Room  282,  City  Hall. 

cc:     Keynote  Properties 

1801  Fillmore  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94115 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

REHEARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abatement 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  In  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.     Decision  rendered  by  the  Board  at  that  time 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  Rm.260,  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


DATE  MAILED;      July  1,  1992 


i 


ill] 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


ICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

DPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTD  llEAKING 


pellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

NaRal-Rothe  Peter  B.  Toml  

643  -  2nd  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  9A118 


Date:      June  3,  1992 


Nature  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Ordar 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocic: 

Superintendent's  Complair.; 
Waived  Hearing 


I      I  Otlter 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS_ 
BLOCK  1642  


643  -  2nd  Avenue 
Oil   . 


LOT 


APP!L\L  NO.  6444 


S-NC-DEQ  DCO 


INSPECTOR    Dcrrlll  T.nnp.er 


ear  Appellant: 

his  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  "ithjhe  Abatement  Appeals ^ Board  on 
fay  22,  1992 


uiiau     jfvjva*.     u^^v- «-k-fc.f      M.  ^  ^  ■   —   ^ 

will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on      June  24,  1992 


n  Room  232,   City  Hall,   San  Francisco,  CA. 
f  further  information  is  desired,  please  Inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
eoarcment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
ocumencs  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
;cc.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 
\ou  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
^ou  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours. 


Peter  Bums.  Acting  Secretary 
Abacemenc  Appeals  Board 


*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  the  Appellant  and  a 
copy  was  sent  to  the  Appellant's  Agent.  ^X^y 


PCD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(A15)   558-6168         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301.  Sun  Francisco,  CA  9-'. 


ArrLKUiLiiii. 

File  appeal  wllli 

,.menl  Appeals  Boa.d  (MB)  ADATEMENT  fNPPEALB  DUAR» 

I  Qn  Market  St.,  Suite  zbU 

;an  Francisco, 

CA  94102  ^^^^  ^.j-j-Y  ^f^D  COUNTY  OF  snN  FRnNCIBCO 
Tel  No.  554-8742 

piiiNinFFF-  ^  32^0  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


Nag 
Owners 


ai-Rothe,    Peter   and  Tomi, 


App»5al  Number 


Appel 1  ant 


Ran  Francisco,   on  — L_  


r)/i3    2iul  Avenue  

(2)  Th.  affected  premise,  are  ^ocated^at_____^^ 

______  —77  .  rooming  units, 

dwelling  units  and  


relating  thereto)  i  ,  or 

„e   appeal    trc.   .He   ^ J ^^e  Ter^'L^^in.         Te"  tHe 


--rracuir:.r;dTe^rdt -enrr-rre^^ 

1         -.1,    ill    Llie   city   rlanning  and 
We   request   more    time    t^o    comply   ^^^L',    .  ^^^^^  extremely  unpre- 

other   city   agency   ^  ^^^^  ^ "  1  ^  /  '  ,   l,'^,    taken   more    time  than 
dictable,    confusing   ^  ^      ^  ^    ;  ^       ,  '  ^  t  h    the    City   Planning   De.pt  s 
expected    to    ^ ^      ^^;^^,%:re    a  n  d   o  th  e  r  requirements, 
internal   processes   and  ^^^^^^  ^^^^ 

1)    We   request   90   days    to   meet   City    Ilanni  g 
agency    r  eq  »i  i  rmen  t  s  . 

r  M,^    rlate    the   AAB    ruling   on  tuis 

Tl.e  period   '^^  -?""-,""^;,^r/^pen  ^   <^tate  which)  of  the 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  Is:   

Kevuote   Properties     cTTWfS 


Dat ed i  _         ')  uLJ  »  ' ^- 


nionalnrr?  of  npprnanl._ 


J3 


7r>o 


^  JJJ«<^  Counly  of  Sail  S  laiiciscu 


ADDRESS:    643   -   2nd  AVENUE 


BLOCK:  16  42 
SEQ:  01 


LOT :      1 1 
CASE:  DCO 


NAGAI-ROTHE  PETER     B.  TOMI 

64  3  -  2nd  AVENUE 

SAN  FRANCISCO,   CA  94118 


kJi^pi^ilnieiil  Ob  I'^ubiii;  t'Joikii 

Odice  o(  the  Director 


INSPECTOR 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
NAGAI-ROTHE  PETER  & 
B.  TOMI 


ORDER  OF ABATEMENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203. R  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE 
 ORDER  NO.  159,266 

HEARING  OF  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF 
BUILDING  L^PECTION  ON  FILE   IN  THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  AGAINST  THE   PROPERTY  AT  THE  LOCATION  SHOWN  ABOVE  WAS  HELD  ON 
APRIL   15     1992   IN  ACCORDANCE  WITH  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.    158,310.  THE 
HEARING  WAS  CONDUCTED  BY  A  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR.      THE  OWNER 
WAS  REPRESENTED. 

BASED  UPON  THE  FACTS  AS   SUBMITTED  AT  THE  HEARING,    THE  DIRECTOR  FINDS 
AND  DETERMINES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

1  THAT  NOTICE  HAS  BEEN  DULY  GIVEN  AS   REQUIRED  BY  LAW  AND  THE  ORDER 
OF  THE  DIRECTOR,   AND  MORE  THAN  48  HOURS  PRIOR  TO  THE  HEARING. 

2  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  ARE  AS  STATED  IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
SUPERINTENDENT  OF  THE  BUREAU  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

3  THAT  THE  CONDITIONS  OF  SAID  STRUCTURE  CONSTITUTES  A  PUBLIC 

'      NUISANCE  UNDER  THE  TERMS  OF  THE  BUILDING  CODE  OF  THE  CITY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

THE  DIRECTOR  HEREBY  ORDERS  THE  OWNER  OF  SAID  BUILDING  TO  COMPLY  WITH 
THE  f'OLLOWING^  ^^^^   PLANNING   S   OTHER  CITY  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS. 

9  0   DAYS,    THEREAFTER,    FOR  THE  BALANCE  OF  THE  WORK   IN  THE  REPORT. 


1  . 

2  . 


THE  TIME  PERIOD  SHALL  COMMENCE  FROM  THE  DATE  OF  THIS  ORDER. 


APPEAL-      PURSUANT  TO  SECTION   203. (i)    OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING 
CODE     THIS  ORDER  MAY  BE  APPEALED  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD. 
APPeAlS  MUST  BE   IN  WRITING  ON  FORMS  OBTAINED  FROM  THE  ABATEMENT 
APPEALS  BOARD  AT  ROOM  250,    1390  MARKET  ST.    (554-8742    ,   AND  MUST  BE 
FILED  WITH  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TEN    (10)    DAYS  OF  MAY  12, 
1992  . 


FILE  (2) 
OWNER 

BBI    (3)    (1  signed) 


John  E.  Cribbs 
DIRECTOR  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


APPROVED:     APRIL  15,  1992 


^15)  554-6920 


Room  260.  City  Hall 


San  Francisco  94 


ClTf  AND  COUNTI-  OF  SaN  FRAIICISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


■l£  OF  THE  SECRHaRT 
QMcAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
, Francisco,  CA  9A102 
1-6168 


wnTTCE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

£JJ  Director's  Order 
£J  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
£37  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

CJ  ABSENT 
PRESENT 


pellant 
.dress 


T.drenzo  ^-  Miirphv 


?R87  Grepn  Rrreet 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS. 2887  Green  Street 
BLOCK      0956  LOT  ITz^  


UrAFTNn    "A..p,iist:  26,  1992 


APPEAL  NUMBER 
INSPECTOR 


6460 


Derrill  Langer 


;iATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION; 


Tlie  next  hearing  will  be  on 


The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days, 
Wednesday,  October  28.   1992.  at  1:30  P.M..  Room  282.  City  Hall, 


REHEARING : 


^ter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

Pursuant  to  S.c.203(c)  7  of  th.  ^-/""ti-°/.°reflslo:'h;s'b:.f  "enr.r.d . 
.pp»l.  Board  »ay  rehear  an  .ppeal  "P-^«^^=^/,/ra  dicing  vlchin  10  days 
provided  .  request         '  .^f^f.Llon  rendered  by  the  Soard  at  that  tl»e 

Street,  San  FranclBCO.  OA  9A102. 


DATE  nMTF^-         September  4,  1992 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


IE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

-ERTY  CONSERVATION 


IJOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


llanc's  Name  &  Hailing  Address 
Lorenzo  E.  Murphy 


2887  Green  Street 

c^,^n   ^^r-^n^^crn.    CA  94123. 


Date:       August  5,  1992  

Nature  of  Appeal: 

FY]      Director's  Order 

Pj      Franchise  Tax  Board  Not 

\      I      Superintendent's  Compla 
Waived  Hearing 


□  Other 


LOT  17-C 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 

RI.OCi:  0956 

APPE-\L  no.  6460 
TM^PF.CTOR       Derrill  Langer 


2887  Green  Street 


S-NC-DEQ  DAP 


:ar  Appellant:  Abacement  Appeals  Board  on 

as  is  to  serve  notice  t:hat  your  ^^P^^^;'   ^;;^'3"'  p.m.  on  _Augus£j6^_1992  

y/28/91  ,  vill  be  heard  by  the  Board  ac  j-.ju  v 


.  Roo.  232.  CilT Hall.  San  Francisco.  CA.  ^^^^ 
:  further  infor^tion  is  desired     please     n^-re  a      ^  -^-^^^ 
.oartment  of  Public  Works.  Room  301.  ^^^/^^f^'/^^  ^.^f  such  as  contracts,  perxits. 
.cuments  and  infornation  ^^^^  -^^^.^^/J^  Z.^,    Tau  oLtic  denial. 

Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  a  ,  • 

r.onallv  with  your  witnesses,  i£  any.  and  to  have  wxth 
ou  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  witn  your 

ou  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours. 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant^^^ 


PCD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(;i5)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street.  Room 


301,   San  Francisco,   CA  9A102 


r 

'  AITUL  I  iLun:. 
F.le  appeal  wilti 

,enl  Appeals  Board  (AAB)  -^U^  nDATEMENT  OPPEALB  DunRD 

}  Market  St,  Suite  250 

I  Francisco,  CA  94102  ^^^^  ^^^Y  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Tel.  No.  554-8742 

iilHO  FFE:  $  52^0  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


LORENZO  MURPHY   ^PP'^^^    Nun^h^r . 

Appel lant 


TH.  unde.si«n.d  .ppeUa.,.  h.r..3y  .en... ^Appeals 

?onoulng  aU^gations  in  connection  t.mrewlU.: 

(1)  The  ord^r  appealed  from  was  made  ab  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Work=,   of  the  City  and  County  o^t 
San  Francisco,  on  June  3  '  -  ' 


<2)  The  affected  preni.es  are  located  at^MlJ^^piJ^ 

 ^San  Francisco-     liiey  contain 

-       4  dwelling  units  and  l_Jiousekee2jjiqr^^  unit. 


C?)  (State  in'ordinary  and  concisi?  lanpuagr?  tim  ^P^^ '  ?  /'f  ^"^^^  ^ 
of  the  action  appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 


SEE  ATTACHMENT 


SEE  ATTACHMENT 


(Attach  an  additional  F;lmet   if  necessary) 

(5)  The  undersigned   is  the  owner /agent,    (state  which)   of  the 
J^emises  described   in  Paragraph   (2)   above  owner  _ 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

Same  as  property  address   _  •  


Velephone  Numbers  (415)  567-5725. 


Datpd:.__2iiIZ_24  r  l'^^^ 

Signature  of  Appellant  


"l.OI^I'lN'/O  MIIKIMIY 


r.i.  .pp..,.  with  th.  ..„-.t...nt  '^iM...- ^l^;^ 


Attachment 


(3)  The  order  of  the  Code  Enforcement  Division  of  the  Bureau 

of  Building  Inspection  that  Appellant  dismantle  the  lowest  floor 
of     occupancy     of     the     building     consisting     of     a  one-bedroom 
housekeeping     apartment     occupied     solely     by     Appellant's  cook 
Appellant  became  owner  of  the  building  in  1977.     Prior  to  that,  he 
lived  in  the  same  apartment  in  the  building  as  a  tenant. 

During  the  entire  period  Appellant  has  resided  in  the 
building,  the  unit  has  only  been  occupied  by  persons  who  have 
provided  domestic  help  for  him.  Appellant  is  nearly  70  years  of 
age  and  needs  a  cook  at  least  part-time  to  prepare  his  meals  so 
that  he  may  continue  to  live  in  his  apartment  in  the  building. 
Appellant  has  never  charged  any  rent  to  the  occupants  of  that  unit. 
The  unit  is  currently  occupied  by  a  single  man  who  prepares  meals 
in  the  kitchen  in  the  unit  which  he  serves  to  Appellant  in  his 
apartment  upstairs. 

In  addition  to  preparing  meals,  the  man  living  in  the 
unit  takes  care  of  Appellant's  Golden  Retriever,  Samantha,  who  is 
a  very  important  companion  of  Appellant.  Appellant  needs  the 
occupant  of  the  housekeeping  unit  to  take  care  of  Samantha, 
particularly  when  he  is  away,  because  she  has  never  been  in  a 
kennel  and  Appellant  believes  that,  at  her  current  age,  she  would 
not  survive  in  a  kennel.  Appellant  does  not  have  any  relatives  or 
close  friends  who  are  able  to  take  care  of  the  dog. 

According  to  the  microfilm  permit  records  for  the 
building,  it  was  constructed  with  permit  in  1909  to  be  occupied  as 
flats  by  four  families.  In  1916,  garag'^s  were  added  with  permit 
which  provide  two  independently  accessible  spaces  and  three  tandem 
spaces.  Appellant  does  not  know  when  the  unit  on  the  lowest  floor 
was  constructed,  except  that  it  was  before  he  moved  into  the 
building  and  from  the  style  of  construction  and  fixtures  appears 
to  have  been  installed  during  the  housing  shortage  during  or 
shortly  after  World  War  II. 

Appellant  did  not  take  any  action  to  remove  the  unit 
prior  to  the  October  12,  1990  inspection  because  the  building  had 
been  inspected  by  the  City  every  year  since  Appellant  purchased  it 
and  no  other  inspector  had  ever  even  suggested  that  the 
housekeeping  unit  was  in  violation  of  any  of  the  codes  or  would 
have  to  be  removed.  Appellant  did  not  file  an  appeal  earlier 
because  he  and  his  advisors  were  trying  to  determine  whether  it 
might  be  possible  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  the  current 
planning  code  and  building  code  and  obtain  a  permit  to  legalize 
the  unit  as  a  fifth  apartment.  He  has  received  conflicting  advice 
on  this  matter  from  a  number  of  City  officials. 


He  only  recently  learned  that  it  might  be  possible  to 
legalize  the  unit,  but  that  he  will  have  to  obtain  certain  building 
code  and  planning  variances.  Appellant  may  need  to  obtain  several 
technical  variances  from  the  Building  Code  requirements  from  the 
Board  of  Architectural  Examiners.  Although  only  a  half  a  floor 
lower  than  the  other  two  units,  technically  the  unit  creates  an 
additional  floor  of  occupancy.  That  does  not  pose  a  safety  hazard, 
however,  since  a  fire  sprinkler  system  was  installed  on  the  floor 
of  the  unit  even  before  Appellant  purchased  the  building.  Because 
of  the  terrain  and  the  physical  configuration  of  the  building  on 
the  hillside,  the  bedroom  of  the  unit  does  not  have  any  windows. 
There  may  be  alternatives,  however,  for  lighting  that  room  and  the 
unit  would  still  be  habitable  as  a  studio  even  if  the  bedroom  had 
to  closed  off. 

In  addition.  Appellant  will  need  to  obtain  a  variance 
from  the  Planning  Code  parking  requirement  to  allow  satisfying  the 
requirement  for  the  building,  in  part,  with  tandem  spaces.  In 
reality,  that  should  pose  no  problem,  since  the  occupant  of  the 
housekeeping  apartment  only  owns  a  motorcycle  which  is  parked  in 
the  garage  and  only  two  of  the  five  parking  spaces  for  cars  are 
currently  used  by  tenants  of  the  building.  It  has  been  documented 
by  City  officials  that  there  is  plenty  of  on-street  parking  on  the 
block  of  the  building  since  it  is  at  the  end  of  Green  Street. 

Appellant  has  never  received  any  complaints  about  the 
unit.  Appellant  has  resided  in  the  apartment  above  the  unit  for 
the  entire  time  he  has  resided  in  the  building  and  desires  to 
continue  living  there  for  the  rest  of  his  life. 


(4)  A  stay  of  enforcement  of  the  order  of  abatement,  either 

for  so  long  as  it  will  take  Appellant  to  complete  the  process  of 
applying  for  the  required  variances  to  legalize  the  unit,  until 
enactment  of  one  of  the  proposed  ordinances  to  permit  the 
legalization  of  "in-law"  units  of  this  type  without  compliance  with 
all  the  current  code  requirements,  or  for  so  long  as  Appellant  owns 
and  resides  in  the  building.  Appellant  is  willing  to  stipulate  to 
a  condition  that  the  unit  only  be  occupied  by  domestic  employees 
of  Appellant  and  that  no  rent  be  charged  to  any  occupants  of  the 
unit.  Appellant  is  also  willing  to  stipulate  to  take  any  actions 
necessary  to  alleviate  any  life  safety  hazards  with  respect  to  this 
unit . 

The  order  of  the  Director  of  Public  Works  should  be 
stayed  or  modified  to  allow  Appellant  to  retain  the  use  of  the  unit 
because  it  allows  an  elderly,  lifelong  resident  of  San  Francisco 
to  continue  living  in  his  home  and  has  no  adverse  affect  on  any 
other  occupants  of  the  building  or  any  other  property  owners  or 
residents  of  the  neighborhood.     Appellant  uses  the  unit  only  to 


accommodate  the  persons  who  take  care  of  him  and  has  never 
attempted  to  profit  from  it.  In  addition  to  providing  an 
affordable  unit  of  housing,  the  unit  provides  employment  for  a  San 
Francisco  resident.  It  allows  Appellant  to  hire  someone  at  a 
reasonable  cost  to  cook  meals  and  provide  other  domestic  services 
for  him. 

Since  prior  to  October  1990  the  building  was  regularly 
inspected  and  no  inspector  ever  told  Appellant  that  he  would  have 
to  remove  the  housekeeping  unit,  Appellant  retained  ownership  and 
continued  to  reside  in  the  building.  He  relied  on  the  fact  that 
as  he  became  more  elderly  and  infirm,  he  would  be  able  to  continue 
to  provide  housing  in  the  building  for  the  persons  necessary  to 
take  care  of  him.  If  he  had  been  put  on  notice  by  the  City 
previously  that  he  would  be  required  to  remove  the  unit,  he  could 
have  sold  the  building  during  a  much  more  favorable  real  estate 
market  than  today.  He  feels  it  is  not  fair  or  equitable  for  the 
City  to  now  require  him  to  remove  the  unit  after  leading  him  to 
believe  for  well  over  15  years  that  it  was  acceptable  to  the  City. 

If  the  Board  feels  it  is  unable  to  grant  Appellant  a 
lifetime  moratorium,  Appellant  requests,  at  a  minimum,  a  stay  of 
the  Director's  order  for  a  period  of  at  least  a  year  to  allow  him 
to  apply  for  the  necessary  variances  or  take  advantage  of  the 
pending  legislation  which  would  allow  him  to  legalize  the  unit. 
Appellant  is  currently  in  the  process  of  applying  for  the  necessary 
variances.  Under  any  of  the  proposed  versions  of  ordinances  to 
allow  legalizing  such  units,  this  unit  would  qualify  without  any 
variances . 
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and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 

Office  of  the  Direclor 


ADDRESS:    2887   GREEN  STREET 

BLOCK:    0956     LOT:  17C 
SEQ:        01  CASE:  DAO 

MURPHY,    LORENZO  E. 

2887  GREEN  STREET 

SAN  FRANCISCO,   CA  94123 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
MURPHY,    LORENZO  E 


901   R  OF  THE  ByiLDING_CODE 

WAS   REPRESENTED.  htrfCTOR  FINDS 

e.SKO  ™.   .ACS  .S  ...  „.^«.C,  OXK.CTO. 

^ND  DETER^NES  AS  FOLLOWS: 

<-TATED   IN  THE  COMPLAINT  OF  THE 
-      irE.irTES^"°/lHrlufEAf  OF  BUXLOIN.  INSPECTION. 

3.      THAT  T.  —  -^^^^^'^^^  - 

COUNTY  OF   SAN  FRANCISCO. 

THE  FOLLOWING: 

DAYS  TO  FILE  FOR  A  BUILDING  PER^JJ"^-  AGENCY  REQUIREMENTS, 

^fjEo'wirTHEiECKETARfiF  THE  BOARD  WITHIN  TE^  <10./.AV^/ 
30,  1992. 


FILE  (2) 

OWNER  ^. 
BBI    (3)    (1  signed) 

APPROVED:     JUNE  3,  1992 

(415)  554  69?0 


^irectok'of'public  works 


Room  260.  City  Hall 


San  Francisco  94  1 


QTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OfFia  OF  THE  SKmAAY 

«50  McAllister  St.,  Room  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  9A102 
558-6168 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

UJ  Director'*  Order 
CZI  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
(~1  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

O  ABSENT 
(Tl  PRESENT 


Appellant       John  T.  &  Mary  K.  Mason  

-^'^di'^ss   920  Seabury  Road   PROPERTY  ADDRESS   60^>  Mission  Street 

.  HillsborouRliT  CA    94010   BLOCK      3707   LOT  013  

 ■■   HEARING  DATE     September  23,  1992 

APPEAL  NUMBER  6462  

INSPECTOR   Jim  Whipple/L.  Kornfield 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be 
on  October  28,  1992  at  1:30  P.M.,  City  Hall,  Room  282. 

cc:     EMS  Eissler  1978  Living  Trust,  c/o  Charles  Hanson 
EMS  Eissler  1978  Living  Trust,  c/o  Rolf  Eissler 
Golden  Gate  Bank 
Walter  Gruenwald 
Jack  Mason,   1087  Market  Street 
Ron  Wallace 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

REHEARING:     Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)   7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,   the  Abatement 

Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered, 
provided  «  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  la  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.     Decision  rendered  by  the  Board  at  that  time 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  Rja.260,  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9A102. 


DATE  MAILED:      October  2,  1992 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


E  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
PERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTD  HEARING 


ellanc's  Name  fi.  Mailing  Address 
John  T.  and  Mary  K.  Mason 

920  Seabury  Road 
Hillsborough,  CA  9^010 


Date:  AuRusr  2A .  1992. 

Nature  of  Appeal: 


IT]      Director's  Order 

^1      Franchise  Tn>:  Board  Notices 


I      I      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

[      I  Other  


PROPERTY  ^nm;^^q     60/^  Mission  Street 

BLOCK      3707  LOT__nn  

APPEAL  NO.  ^1^62  S-NC-DEQ   


INSPECTOR    Jim  Wh  i  i)p1  c/l^<ornricld 
(lar  Appellant: 

,is  is  .0  serve  notice  chat  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
!L^iusL6,,_1222.  Will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.™.  on  _Septon,l,er  23,  1992 
Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

further  information  is  desired,  please  Inquire  at  the  -^""ement  Division  of  the 
.partment  of  Public  Works.  Room  301.  «0  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
icuments  and  infor^tlon  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits. 
CC.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial, 
ou  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any.  and  to  have  uith 
pu  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Rums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 
*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellnnt.^ 
CC-     EMS  Eissler  1978  Living  Trust,  c/o  Charles  Hanson 
EMS  Eissler  1978    Living  Trust,  c/o  Rolf  Eissler 
Golden  Gate  Bank 
Walter  Gruenwald 
Jack  Mason,  1087  Market  St. 

PCD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(A15)   558-6168         A50  McAllister  Street.   Room  301.   S.n  Francisco.  CA  9.M02 


^3) 


AbalciiiLM.l  A|)|.eals  lUM^^^         niM'tOL  lu  nii£  nnniiEMiiNr  nriM  /M.!!  iMini^i) 
1390  Market  SI.,  buile  zju 
^     San  Francisco  Cj  gi'i  102         ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  COUNTY  nr  sm  FRnNcinrrj 
Tel.  No.  5510/1/ 

FlimnFEE:  $  .v.. 60  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


^nCk-    KA(\SO[J   nrjpnnl   Numtmr  ^f^^^ 

f^ppel  lant 


The  under signeiJ  appellant  hereby  appeal  r,  lo  llie  Abatement  rippeals 
Board,  pursuant  to  Section  203.1  of  tl)e  Puildlng  Code,  Part  11, 
Chapter   I,   of  the  Ban  Francisco  Municip.Tl    Code,    and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith! 


(1)  The  order  appealed   from  was  made  at  a  public  liearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,  of. the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  on   T^l  >  ^ 


(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at      iOX^'  (:>Ofe>  Ali^'^/OV — ■ 

 ^5an  Francisco.     ll'^'y  contain 

•   dwelling  upits  and  ^         rooming  units. 

Co ffia  iZOiWK^iQ 

(3)  (State  In  ordinary  and  conclsn  Itinnungt?  the  sppclflc  nnture 
of  the  action  appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts 

^.jr-  .     t^r^^^T   Ov    Uf " r/^)^>  -'/iW''-»  J —  ——I 

.  o^f,...^  H..    v-o...o,M  oa...r.,to.a.    s...  .....  .....^"..^ 

'(4?  (Btato  tha  rallof  you  nwnd  ond  reosonn  why  you  clflim  thw 

•pp««lBd  action  Bhould  bm  modified  or   rBV»rB«d  by  thl«  board) 

VXavj         vj(«tv  (Attach  an  additional  shcpt  if  npcessary)         /         ^(yco-  ^ 


C5)  The  undersigned   is  the<^ner)/agent ,    (state  which)  of  the 
premises  described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above  

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  isi 
Telephone  Number s_ 


Datcdi_    Q/.?/7L  rl9 

Signature  of  Oppellant 


File  Appeal   witJi  tf»e  Hbatement   Hjifipnln  nr>.-,rtl   (AAH),  Room  2G0 

Tom  ,  1  nirln.  imO  Mar*  -  nirnrl:,  "Mt  rrniiclnco,  9-1^07 
Trlpplx^nn  Mniiitn'r:    ('ll'i)            I  I'*. 

.34 


(/A/c:o^?i^WGct|  ^tve-  Pr^mm  L*r>c.mif^  fvLfyiuMi^  i.  Que  nt  [jt^^^iVM^^O 
rue     J^Z/r/^u  A;f>ricc  wor    «^/<-b    ^i^anJW^oiii/   bp r-^u')/)c»)  f^ur  Io6ilsc 

WApiii^    D«    TV/v     Cope    £  n)  rs^MfV^t^t   urjir  ^ 
ow    ^t/ftulQ     ^^P-  A     C^i^  sci^/u   »e-tnuD/^,r^     fwc     PHiEi^Ar    i::/,vyyv(i  Aiyiftjli^ 


ii/  and  Counly  of  San  Francisco 


October  29,  1991 


Uepailmonl  o\  Public  Worlds 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA.  94102 


John  T.  and  Mary  K.  Mason 
920  Seabury  Rd. 
Hillsborough,   CA  94010 

Re:     604  Mission  Street 

Dear  Mr.  Mason: 

Based  upon  an  assessment  of  current  building  ^^^f^^^^^^e 
and  conLlting  structural  engineers  and  the  --1°-^,--^^^,^-,^: 
assessment  report  dated  October  15  1991  ^he  buiiaing^ 
Mission  Street  may  maintain  its  "Limited  Entry  .^j^" 
occupancy  restricted  to  the  first  story.  To  maintain  Pedestrian 
nrotection  an  engineered  canopy  must  be  placed  over  the  entire 
^idewa^k  under  the  Mission  Street  facade  of  the  building  to  replace 
the  existing  scaffold.  This  canopy  must  be  installed  within  ten 
^10)  days  the  Bureau  may  issue  an  Emergency  Order,  perform  the 
work  fnd  assess  all  costs  to  the  property  owner.      As  have  been 

Informed  by  separate  letter,  the  permit  '-Yul^^Bn^Tu  o^^^^^^ 
of   this  building  has  been   cancelled  and  the   Bureau   ot  Buiiaing 
?Lpection  has  initiated  enforcement/abatement  action  against  the 
building  due  to  unsafe  conditions. 

If  you  have  any  questions  please  contact  Chief  Building  Inspector 
L.  Kornfield  at  554-8742. 

Very  truly  yours, 

L.   L.   Litchfield,  PE 
Super  inflendent 


LMK: JW 
Enclosure 

cc:     Marvin  Ruiz,  BID 


ML 


Oegen((Qlb 


STKUCTUNAl 
ENGINEtRS 


October  15, 1991 


Richard  J.  Evans 
Director 

Department  of  Public  \  s 
Gty  and  County  of  Saii  i  landsco 
Room  260,  Qty  Hall 
San  Frandsco,  California  94102 

Reference:  EMERGENCY  SHORING  PROGRAM 

FOR  SEISMICALLY  DAMAGED  BUILDINGS  - 
604  MISSION  STREET 
[DEGENKOLB  JOB  #89177] 


Dear  Mr.  Evans: 


At  your  request,  we  have  inspected  tlie  above  referenced  building.  We  liave  also 
reviewed  a  November  20,  1989  letter  written  by  Harold  Davis  from  Rutherfoni 
and  Chekene,  Consulting  Engineers  regarding  this  buildhig.  Tlie  November  20th 
Rutherford  and  Chekene  letter  references  other  letters  written  by  tlieir  firm  related 
to  the  building,  but  those  letters  were  not  made  availiblo  to  us. 

The  building  at  604  Mission  is  ten  stories  in  height  plus  mechanical  and  occupant 
penthouses  at  the  roof  level  It  also  has  a  basement-  The  plan  dimensions  of  the 
building  are  approximately  40  feet  wide  and  60  feet  deep.  Tlie  building  has 
structural  steel  framing  with  poured-in-place  concrete  construction  spanning  to 
interior  structural  steel  frames.  The  exterior  walls  of  tlie  building  are  infill, 
unreinforced  brick,  supported  at  each  floor  level  on  strjctiiral  steel  beams. 

For  this  lettpj,  we  are  referencing  Mission  Street  as  running  east-west  with  Market 
Street  to  the  north. 

The  buildhig  is  located  on  the  north  side  of  Mission  Street.  An  older  six-story 
buildmg,  which  has  reportedly  been  seismically  strengthened  to  met  tlie  104f 
requirements  of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code,  is  adjacent  to  tlie  referenced 
building  on  the  west  side.  It  appears  that  the  taller  ten-story  building  pounded 
against  the  lower  six-story  building  in  the  Loma  Prieta  earthquake  causing 
sigiuficant  damage  to  the  north  and  south  exterior  walb  of  the  taller  building. 
■  The  greater  damage  occurred  at  tlie  seventh  and  eight  floor  levels. 
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Since  the  earthquake,  chain  link  fendng  has  been  attached  to  the  south  wall  (fadng 
Mission  Street)  with  wire  cables  to  encapsulate  the  damnged  brick.  Most  of  the 
contents  have  been  removed  from  the  interior  of  the  buildhig.  No  repairs  of  Uie 
damaged  building  elements  have  been  made. 

A  portion  of  the  ground  floor  is  currendy  occupied  by  a  retaU  bakery  wliich  is  open 
for  busmess.  It  is  our  recommendation  tliat  tliis  business  be  allowed  to  continue 
operation.  Therefore,  it  is  our  recommendation  Uiat  the  building  be  classified 
•TJMITED  ENTRV  with  no  continued  occupancy  allowed  on  tlie  second  floor 
through  the  roof  levels. 

The  greatest  damage  to  tlie  buildhig  occurred  to  the  south  wall  (facing  Mission 
Street).  This  is  the  wall  where  the  damaged  bricks  are  encapsulated  with  cham  Ui\k 
fendng.  If  another  mild  earthquake  were  to  occur,  it  is  possible  tliat  some  bricks  may 
fall  to  the  street  below.  While  there  is  currendy  a  scaffold  along  the  face  of  Uie 
building,  we  recommend  that  it  be  replaced  with  a  wider  canopy.  We  recommend 
that  the  new  canopy  cover  the  entire  sidewalk^  except  tlaat  it  may  be  set  back  as 
required  to  accommodate  the  bus  traffic.  The  canopy  should  be  designed  by  a  Qvil 
Engineer,  registered  in  the  State  of  California.  Further,  the  roof  of  tlie  canopy  should 
designed  to  stop  faUing  brick-    We  do  not  feel  that  tliere  are  immment  falling  liazard 
on  the  other  sides  of  the  building. 

Please  feel  free  to  contact  us  if  we  can  provide  any  further  information. 


Very  truly  yours, 

H.  J.  DEGHNKOL3  ASSOOATES,  ENGINEERS 


Ted  J.  Canon 
Structural  Engineer 


cc  Laurence  Komfield 
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^3  EOT/  ON    THRU  SCAFf^oLOlN<^ 


ly  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


UeparUnonl  ol  Tublic  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OP  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


ORDER  NO, 


158, 0A6 


EMERGENCY  ORDEIl  DUE  TO._SERiOUS_AtU)_imEj)LATr_ljAZARn 
■"AS~PER  SP.C.  203  OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  BUILDING  CODE 


LOCATION: 
OUNER: 


602-606  MIoolon  St 


■Tolin  T.  fi.  Hnry  K.  Hnoon 
920  Senlniry  Rd 


Ilillaboroupji,  CA  9A010 


I  have  received  a  verified  written  cnmplalnl  from  the  Superintendent    Bureau  of 
BuUdLr^nspectlon  pursuant  to  Section  203(o)  of  the  Building  Code  stating 
that  serious  and  immediate  hazards  exist  at: 


ADDRESS : 


602-606  Mission  St. 


BLOCK: 


3707 


LOT:  013 


constituting  an  inuninent  and  substantial  hazard  to  the  life,  health  "^^^^^J-V 
of  pedeatrlans  oa  Mission  Street   ^due  to__the_potential 


damaRe  and  loss  of  life  from  fallinR  maBonry  from  this  10  story 
earthquake  damaged  building.  


(iO  hours 


I    therefore,  order  that  the  owner  of  thl.s  bnllilhip.  nhnll  wllhln 
of  posting  and  service  of  this  Order,  abate  the  public  nuisance  by  perCormlns 
the  following t 

 Deolgn  and  erect  euRineercd  canopy_covor I ng_thn  entire  nidcwalk  

In  front  of  604  Mission  St.  to  protect  the  public.  _  _ 


Further,  if  the  owner  shall  fail  to  comply  with  this  Order,  owner  shall  have 
forfeited  his  right  to  do  the  work  as  set  forth  in  Section  203(n)  of  the 
Building  Code  and  the  work  will  be  done  under  the  provisions  of  Section  iUJlm; 
as  the  abatement  of  a  serious  and  immediate  dancer. 

At  such  time  as  the  owner  shall  have  forfeited  his  ripjit  to  do  the  required 
work  to  abate  the  imminent  hazard,  the  Superintendent  is  hereby  ordered  to 
immediately  proceed  by  use  of  tlie  funds  provided  Cor  under  Section  203(o)  and 
203(1)  to  have  the  repairs  effected  and  to  abate  the  public  nuisance. 

Notice:  Any  expenditure  of  Repair  and  Demolition  Funds  as  a  result  of  ll>is 
Order  is  subject  to  becoming  a  tax  lien  against  subject  property. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  posted  Immedintoly  on  the  front  of  subject 
building    and  a  copy  shall  be  sent  certified  mail  to  all  persons  having 
inures^irsald  building  in  accordance  with  Section  203(c)  of  the  Building 
Code. 


RECOMMENDED:  j 


Richard  Evafis" 
Director  of  Public 


Superintendent  of  Bldg.  Inspection 


Dep.  Director  f 
DISTRIBUTION: 


File  (2) 

Superintendent,  BBI  (3) 

Controller 

CED 


Rccoidm'M  Office 
Cily  Atlornoy 
Pont  on  1)11  i  Id  I  or 
Owner 


APPUOVP.Di 


March  9,  1992 


L.  Kornfield 

Chief  Building  Inspector 
Code  Enforcement  Division 
Department  of  Public  Works 
City  of  San  Francisco 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:     606  Mission  Street 
Dear  Mr.  Kornfield: 


On  February  24,  1992  we  submitted  to  you,  by  messenger, 
our  engineer  report  from  Chin  &  Hensolt,  Inc.,  approving  the 
front  scaffold  structure  at  subject  property.  This  Report 
was  submitted  based  upon  your  consultant's,  Degenkolb,  letter 
of  10/15/91,  to  D.  Evans,  copy  enclosed,  where  it  was  made 
clear  that  the  subject  store  be  allowed  to  continue 
operation,    and  .as  per  our  discussion  of  2/21/92. 

When  I  was  finally  able  to  reach  you  on  2/25/92  ,  you 
advised  that  Degenkolb,  who  had  previously  submitted  their 
own  scaffold  plan  to  you,  would  not  approve  of  the  Chin  & 
Hensolt  plan,  and  thus  the  store  could  not  reopen.  You  also 
advised  that  your  office  would  review  the  matter  and  let  me 
know  of  its  decision.  I  told  you,  in  our  conversation,  that 
I  had  been  advised  that  we  had  erected  an  overbuilt  system 
of  triple-scaffold  planking,  not  douhle  which  is  industry 
standard,  to  meet  the  new  City  requirement  of  placing  a 
wider  scaffold  in  front  of  subject  property,  despite  the 
fact  that  the  entire  front  of  the  building  is  covered  in 
secured  steel  mesh  and  there  was  a  scaEEold  structure  m 
place . 

On  March  2  ,  1992  I  called  you  to  obtain  approval  to 
reopen  the  store  and  you  advised  that  another  engineering 
firm  h«d  bgen  engag?^!  fey  ygyr  ofCiG"?  TCT  mOrC  CCnDU J  tflt^ian 
on  the  matter  and  that  the  City's  structural  section  had 
also  been  requested  to  provide  an  opinion  as  to  the 
acceptability  of  our  Chin  &  Hensolt  approved  scaffold.  In 
this  conversation,  I  told  you  that  I  had  spoken  with  M. 
Inan  of  your  office  on  2/28/92  ,  wherein  he  said  that  he 
also  reviewed  the  Chin  &  Hensolt  report  of  2/24/92  and  if  it 
were  up  to  him  he  would  approve  of  same. 
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In  our  3/2/92  phone  talk,  you  told  me  it  would  be  a  few 
more  days  before  a  decision  could  be  reached  by  your  of  ice 
as  to  the  acceptability  of  the  Chin  &  Hensolt  Pl^"-  ^  ^old 
you  that  I  had  another  engineering  firm  to  inspect  the  Chin 
I    Hensolt   approved    scaffold,    as    a    courtesy  me  and  that 

they  too  regard  the  scaffold  as  acceptable  for  the  stated 
purpose  in  the  Degenkolb  letter  to  Evans.  I  also  told  you 
that  if  it  was  necessary  I  would  obtain  multiple  engineering 
teports  from  different  firms,  at  considerable  expense, 
approving  the  Chin  &  Hensolt  approved  scaffold,  to  compel 
the  City  to  approve  of  our  scaffold. 

Again,  I  called  your  office  on  3/6/92  to  attempt  to 
learn  what  decision  had  been  made.  I  was  told  you  would  not 
be  in  until  today.  It  has  now  been  fourteen  days  and  Vet 
the  tenant  still  cannot  reopen  his  store  and  make  ^living, 
despite  the  written  professional  opinion  of  the  very 
reputable  Chin  &  Hensolt  firm  that  the  scaffold  is  suitable 
to  stop  falling  brick  and  despite  the  fact  that  the  scaffold 
exceeds  industry  standards  for  the  ^^ated  purpose  of 
stopping  falling  bricks  by  utilizing  triple  scaffold 
planking . 

It  is  not  my  problem  that  Degenkolb  overdesigned  a 
scaffold  for  possibly,  an  overbiLling  to  the  City.  Further, 
I  sense  that  a  punitive  approach  is  being  utilized  on  me  m 
what  I  regard  as  an  intentional  delay  to  keep  the  store 
closed,  and  possibly  even  a  rejection  of  the  Chin  &  Hensolt 
approved  scaffold. 

Ironically  I  am  not  being  penalized  nor  losing  any  rent 
but  the  store  tenant  cannot  reopen  and  make  a  living,  which 
is  unconscionable. 

I  request  immediate  approval  of  the  Chin  &  Hensolt 
approved  scaffold. 


Jack  Mason 


cc:     W.  Brown 
R.  Evans 
V-^.  Hinckle 
L.  Litchfield 
F.  Jordan 
N.  Reckas 


Ily  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Doparlmont  of  Public  Works 

Odlce  of  the  Dtoctor 


March  20,  1992 


Mr.  Jack  Mason 

3  50  Clareinont  Blvd. 

San  Francisco,   California  94127 

John  T.  and  Mary  K.  Mason 

92  Seabury  Road 

Hillsborough,  California  94010 


Dear  Mr.  Mason: 

The  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  has  reviewed  the  plans  submitted 
by  you  to  provide  temporary  protection  to  pedestrians  along  Mission 
Street  in  front  of  your  building  at  604  Mission  Street.  The 
scaffold  as  currently  installed  will  be  acceptable  for  temporary 
use,  and  the  ground  floor  store  only  of  the  building  will  be 
permitted  to  be  temporarily  occupied,  if  all  of  the  following 
conditions  are  met: 

Procure  a  street  space  permit  for  obstruction  ot 
sidewalk.  Such  permits  are  issued  by  the  Permit  Section 
of  the  Bureau  of  Engineering,  Department  of  Public  Works, 
450  McAllister  Street,   Room  302,   telephone  no. 550-6060. 

Positively  attach  scaffold  planking  and  other  supporting 
members  to  the  scaffold  frame. 

Secure  scaffold  frame  to  both  sidewalk  and  to  building. 

Comply  with  conditions  of  DPW  Director's  Order  Number 
157,501  regarding  "Requirements  for  the  Placement  of 
Scaffolding  on  City  Sidewalks"  (attached) 

No  occupancy  of  any  part  of  the  building  will  be  permitted  until 
compliance  with  all  of  the  above  conditions  has  been  verified  by 
this  office. 

Due  to  the  possible  further  deterioration  of  the  facade  elements 
and  structure  of  this  seriously  earthquake-damaged  building,  this 
temporary,  conditional  approval  is  valid  only  for  a  period  of  120 
days  from  the  date  of  this  letter.  Any  request  for  continuation  of 
this  temporary  use  of  scaffold  and  building  should  be  made  in 
writing  to  this  office  and  further  review  and  approval  must  be 
provided  by  this  office  before  such  continued  use  will  be 
permitted. 


15)  554-6920 


Room  260.  City  Hal  San  Francisco  94 102 
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Mr.  Jack  Mason 
March  20,  1992 

This    conditional    approval    and    th.se  ^^^^^ 
revision  at  any  time   if  the  Director         ^^^^i"^  . 

that  further  review  and  action  is  advisable  to  assure  puDiic 
safety. 

Note  that  your  failure  to  take  prompt  action  under  Emergency  Order 
n58  046  ^attached)  has  resulted  in  substantial  costs  being 
iicu^red  by  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  engineering 
design  and  review  and  for  other  related  costs.  Under  the  Emergency 
Orde?  provisions  of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code  you  as  the 
o^er  of  the  building  at  602-606  Mission  Street,  will  be  billed  for 
al?  direct  costs  and^  related  administrative  costs  incurred  by  the 
City  in  implementing  this  order.  Failure  to  pay  such  costs  will 
result  in  such  costs  being  imposed  as  a  tax  lien  against  this 
property. 

This  temporary,  conditional  approval  of  ^,^1^^"^,^^^^  ^j^^ 

building   in  no  way  relieves  the   owner  of  the  building 
responsibility  of  meeting  the  requirements   of  .^^^^^f " /^^^'^i^^^ 
Building    Code    regarding   proper    repair   and   maintenance    of  this 
building.  The  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  is  continuing  abatement 
and  legll  action  to  gain  compliance  with  such  code  provisions. 

For  further  information  on  these  matters  please  contact  Chief 
Building  Inspector  L.  Kornfield  at  554-8742. 


Very  truly  yours. 


Richard  J. 
Director  of  Pu 


LK 

Enclosures 
DDS-055 
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CITY  A-MD  COUNTY  OF  SMJ  FlUUfClSCO 

~  de?a?-tme:it  of  public  works 

ORDER  NO.  157,501 


ESTABLISHING  REQUIREMENTS   FOR  THE  PLACEMENT  OF  SCAFFOLDING  ON 
CITY  SIDEWALKS. 

-">-cvia-t  to  PubUc  Wcr:-:s  Cede  Article  15,  the  Director  of  Public 
Wcr:<s  herebv  es-ablishes  the  fcllcvinc  requirements  for  the 
placar.er.-  cf  scaffcldir.g  cn  Ci-y  sidevalks. 

-h^«^  r-acuirements  are  in  addizicn  to  all  provisicns  cf  the 
P-blic  Works  Code  and  are  enforceable  as  part  cf  Article  Id. 

The  additional  requirements  for  placing  scaffolding  cn  City 
sidewalks  are  as  follows: 

1.  T^a  scaffcld  frame  shall  be  the  sidewalk  canopy  type. 
The  inside  Dcles  shall  be  eq-aidistant  and  parallel  for 
their  entire  length  for  the  required  clearance  in  the 
pedestrian  access  area. 

2.  The  intaricr  bars  shall  be  extended  vertically  to  the  ^ 
ground  surface  with  an  additional  bar  cn  both  sides  of 
every  extericr  pedestrian  portal  of  the  scaffold  frame. 

3.  Two   (2)   additional  bars  shall  be  attached  to  the  scaffcld 
fraT.e,   one  at  a  point  be-VQan  6  to  12   inches  above  zhe 
ground  surface  and  the  c-her  at  a  point  be-ween  3  to  4 
f=et  abcve  the  ground  surface.     3cuh  bars  shall  be 
oarallel  to  uhe'^gcund  surface  and  shall  run  the  entire 
length  cf  the  scaffold  frame  cf  bc-h  the  inside  and 
outside  legs  excspc  ac  che  pedestirian  access  openings. 

4.  A  hichlv  reflective  contrasting  material    (paint  or 
tace)    shall  be  applied  to  bctih  sides  cf  every  pedestrian 
access  cceninc. 


Scaffold  screv  jaclv  handles  shall  be  -aintained  in 
a  res  i~  ion  -arallel  virh  tihe  hcrircntal  suppcru 
braces  a.nd  net  intarfara  with  the  pedestrian  path 
cf  crave 1. 


'"7/  '" 


F.Gbe^t  T.  Ccckburn 
:cecutive  Director 
lean  Water  Progra 


I 


Richard  J.  Eva; 
Director  for  Public  Works 


lid  Cuuuly  ul  o.iii  1  nin.iM-o 

Jr 


I  )  I  )  I  1 1 .   «  u  V  ;  (  I V  > 


DurGnu  of  Duildiiuj  Inspection 


cm  AHI)  COUNTT  OF  .SAH  FUAllCir.CO 
DErAKITIFiMT  OF  IMJULIC  UOHF.S 


ORDER  HO.  150.0^iG 

eiEUGEMCY  m\m\  uup._To_sF.ii I yijn  Am}_ I rifii' 1)1  AlL-Ji^-'':/^l!!2 

AS  riLll  SEC.  203  OF         SAti'niAiiuiSCU  nuiLuiMG  CODE 


GUZ  -OOG  niyolun  VA:. 


OWNER : 


.lolin  T.  &  Mnry  K. 

yZO  Scabviry  iM. 

nil.J»I>t)ruuKl«»  GA 

I  have  received  a  verified  wrUlen  complniiit  from  Vl.c  nnperinteudonl .  nureau  of 
Dulldlne  Inspection  purBuant  to  Section  2U1(o)  of  the  nulldinp.  Code  Btating 
that  serious  and  Immediate  hazards  exist  at! 


ADDIIESS:        G02-60r»  Mlgaiou  St:. 


DLOCK: 


3707 


LOT:  U13 


constltutinc  an  Imminent  nod  enbstnntlal  Iinzard  lo  ll.n  life,  health  or  Bnfety 
of  pedegtrlano  on  MlBsIon  Street   dtie  to_  thc_potcntlal 


damaRe  and  I'ooo  of  life  irom  fnlllnK  iu.iimmii  y  Troni  thla  H)  ntory 
eartli<{nake  dama^^ed  iMiildiu}*.  


I,  therefore,  order  that  the  owner  of  tills  iMilIdlnr.  r.hall  vUhin  _G<1_ 

of  posting  and  service  of  this  Order,  abate  the  pnl>llc  nnjsancc  by  performhiE 

tiie  following: 

Deal p.n  and  erect  cnpjiiecrcd  r,an<>))y  cjrvecln |»  t lie  entire  nldewaJk  

In  Iront  of  60^t  Mloolon  St.  to  protect  tlie  tnibllc.  


Furthar,  If  the  owner  shall  fail  to  comply  wllli  Mi  In  Order,  owner  shall  have 
forfeited  his  right  to  do  the  work  as  set  forth  in  Section  203(n)  of  tlie 
Duilding  Code  and  the  work  will  be  done  midcr  llie  provisions  of  Section  2d3(m) 
as  tlie  abatement  of  a  serl«Mis  an«l  immediate  danger. 

At  Buoh  tlm«        th«  ownur  almll  h^^v  rorf«lt«d  Irln  »i«ht  to  d(»  tlm  rnMuirnd 

work  lu  abalo  llio  liiiinliioiil  luiznnl,  llio  Siipoiinlcinlmil  ifl  Iioiuby  urdnrcd  lu 
Immediately  proceed  by  use  of  the  funds  provided  for  under  Section  203(o)  and 
203(1)  to  have  the  repairs  effected  and  lo  abate  llie  public  nuinnnce- 

Notice:  Any  e;{pendlture  of  Repair  and  Demolition  Funds  as  a  result  of  liiis 
Order  1b  subject  to  bccomlne  a  lax  lien  ogalnst  Bubjoct  property. 

Ia  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  posted  Immediately  on  the  front  of  subiect 
building,  and  a  copy  shall  be  sent  certified  mail  lo      ^T'T  n n  n  . 
Interest  In  said  building  lu  accordance  with  Section  203(c)  of  llie  lUiildlng 
Code/ 


ItECOHtlEriDEl):  p 

Superintendent  of  Dldg.  Inspection 
'APPIWVED: 


Richard  f.  Evnfm^^J 
Director  of  Public  Works 


*  tmi^  ir.  Moto, 

D«p,  Dlr«ctor  fc 

DlSTRinilTION;. 
File  (2) 

.';«M»nr  I  n(  rnth  iM  .  MH  I  (  1  ) 
Conliol lei 

cr.u 


I.  n.:-     r  M  :-i  i  •• 

.|.,-,-...pin|  fr  IK'I  I  ••  ,.1  riV'Ti. 

II.  ,. .)■.  .•    I----'-  •    "  • 

I..H1I      •  ,   '       '  '  ■' 

l^:i:i-:i.    '  ••' 


I  I  » .  .  •  . ' 


APriUllMM): 


ml T  ;'Y  ,    I  MM  I 


March  23,  1992 


oLreitot  of  public  Works 
City  of  San  Francisco 

City  Hall,  R°°"> -f%4io2 
San  Francisco,  CA  an" 


subject:     602-604  Mission  street 
San  Francisco,  Cft 


Dear  Mr.  Evans: 

.ban.  you  for  your  letter  of  ^V.0/92  ^r.ara..^  sub,^  ^^^^^^^ 

llinl'^  lTcollly  ^^tb  tbe  rl.uire.ents . 

^     hilled  tor  certain  costs,  I 
vhilo  vou  state  that  I  am  to  be  billed  £  that  I 

believe  I  "as  previously  ^■^^^^Ht  cost!  ■  To  his  credit,  he 
Id  rot  be  billed  for  any  of  the  ^ity 
TnlltsB  that  I  erect  -"y  own  scaffold  bee  „p,„3i,e. 
5r  to  -f--\eve''be"°/tated'  thai  if  I  erected  „y  own 
IZf'olk.  \  "oi!r  not  be  Char  ea  ^for^^an^y  costs, 
f  .ndamental    thougb    -    that^  n ^^^^^^^         the  order  158  046 . 

^irth:"c^t^^\"  ^:^n:  - -^-x''es\^":bat^  "-r^'"."c>t; 

revie^^ed"'    for  '^^^  e^^-Tt  ^^e 

"Istion    with    the    reply    that    xt  ,,,e 

Sasonry    ^^'^"^  -"^^^.^vthL  ^^  P""'""  deduction. 

stated  otherwise.     Anything  ^^^^^ 

n»aenkolb  could  have  just  as  easily  "^lll^^^'^^^^st^ctorv  for 
mettl  screen  and  existing  ^""°,'\„ridentally .  the  screen 
The  saml  preventative  purpose.     Not  \nci  engineers  and 

and    scaffold   were   approved   previou^^ly  V^„,,%ould  have 

the  City  for  that  purpose  and  I  be.iev  Apparent  fact  that 
a^irmed  these  previous  decisions  The  PP^^^_  ^ 
oigenkolb  overdesigned  a  -^^^f  ^^tgenkolb  q-%tioning  the 
n?Me  if  anything  to  do  "^.''^^,'',.3  that  of  the  City, 
orevious  judgments  of  -"y,  ^"^^"^"f'cold  system  in  place  as 
Turthet,    there    was  .aire^    a    -a^"old^/33  .^ected  by  my 

rgt-r's  :t\"hat1^mt'and  IhH--  ^y  the  City. 


As  vou  know,   the  imposition  of  an  unfounded  lien  on  subject 
title   may   be   a   slander   of    title  potentially  deserving  of 
aeneral  Ld'  special  damages    from   the   tax  authority   to  the 
property  owner.      I  submit  that  the  existing  metal  screening 
and  scaffold  that  were   in  place  and  which  were  previously 
aoDroved   by  my  engineers  and  the  City  were  satisfactory  to 
prS    any     loose    masonry    debris     from    falling    to  the 
sidewalk,    that    was    the   whole    purpose    of    the    screen  and 
scaffold:     TO  now  try  to  charge  me  for  an  f^^;;"^ 
design  and  related  costs  based  on  a  weak,  ^"t  self-serving, 
Daqenkolb    recommendation   will    be    found,    I    believe,    to  be 
Unwarranted.      Neither  my   engineers   nor   I   know  -Vth-g 
hhst    has    changed    in    the    meantime    to    warrant    the  present 
aqqressive    City    harassment    and    requested    additional  work 
This  is  Agnosisra  at  its  worst.  Frankly,    I  am  not  interested 
in  this  size  of   legal  dispute,   and  it  necessary,  would  seek 
some  settlement  with  the  City  if  you  are  interested. 

Lastly,  YOU  make  reference  in  your  letter  to  me  of  abatement 
and  lUaraction  for  alleged  lack  of  ^^P^^^"^  ^^'"'l^Ull 
of  subiect.  Would  you  please  have  your  office  or  the  City 
attorney's  office  advise  me  as  to  what  specifically  are  the 

violations.       I    think    I    know    the   ''"'l^''^^'''-'''^  ^^l'^^'^^^^^, 
legal  status  of  the  subject  property  per  current  controlling 

low. 

in  any  event,  I  appreciate  your  effort  in  trying  to  work 
with  me  regarding  subject.  I  think  you  are  trying  to  be 
fair  and  reasonable. 

Please  advise. 

Sincerely, 
Jack  Mason 


(60) 


Uo[)iuiiiiunl  ol  TuljilG  V<oiUs 
Buroou  of  Building  Inspection 


NOTICE  OF  VIOLATION 


FIRST  NOTICE 


SECOND  NOTICE 


of  lh»  San  Francisco  Municipal         negardlna  Unsafe, 
Sutjstandarxl  or  Noncomplylnfl  Slructuro  or  Land  or  Occupancy  Thereof 


■I--;.  .  ■ 


■  ■■  J. 


OTHER 


T  •'  ■  •:^■■.Vi  V; ;\,.  :v:;;"':r#--''^^^'  ••  notice  HATP  March  1992 
■         V  -         •  •    Block/  lot:  3707/013 


(CIRCLE  ONE) 


ADDRESS 


'  '  602-606  mSSIGH^T^  ^-   -         V  ^  '  ^ 


-  .  •  f   .  I 


BC-Buildng  Code      PC-PfumWng  Code 
HC-Houslng  Code      MC-MechanicaJ  Code 
EC-Eloctrical  Code 


VIOLATION  DESCRIPTION:       :     I              :  — '_  1 

CODE/SECnONf 

Thifl  building  is  unsafe  due  to  earthquake  damage^  Sea  attached  first  Notice 

203(a)  SFBC 

of  Violation  for  specific  violations.   .•.     ^ '•  r  ;"  ■ 

Because  you  failed  to  comply  with  the  first  Notice,  dated  March  18.  1992 

we  have  initiated  the  abatement  proceeding.         ,  ;  - 

THE  FOLLOWING  CORRECTIVE  ACTION  IS  REQUIRED: 

File  application  for  building  permit  to  repair  or  demolish  this  building, 
You  will  be  notified  of  the  time  and  place  of  the  Administrative  nearing. 


□  stop  ALL  work 


INVESTIGATION  FEE  OR 
OTHER  FEE  WILL  APPLY 

APPROX.  DATE  OF 

WORK  W/O  PERUrr  


^  9x  Foe  (Wofk  w/o  Permit  after  1/1/1967) 
/\  Floingpection  Fe» 

rn  Other  


A  25<  Fee  (Work  Exceeding  Scope  o(  Permrt  Qi 
workw/opermttfromwl/60  to  1/1/67) 

^^^rjo  Penalty  (Wofk  w/o  permit  prior  to  9/1/90) 


Pursuant  to  SFBC  304 W  and  3323  lnv««gatlon  fe«  aw  charg<^  for  work  b*gun  r«:|"''f  .'^/'TJll^^.r'^  P*™***-  '""V 
b<  appealed  to  the  Board  o<  Pennlta  Apptab  within  15  days  of  pennlt  action  .  Rooot  15i-A,  Qty  I  laU,   


WARNING!  FaUure  to  take  innnedlirte  action     required  to  correct  the  above  vlolafWi^  yA\\  ,^.U  In  abatement  jlj^^JP^^  , 

K^bTivX^lf  an  Order  o/Ab.ten,entiar«WedVr^^^ 

prooaafrom  the  po«»tlnK  of  the  flnrt  T^otlce  of  ViolaUon'  until  all  coota  are  paid.  SFBC  »   


WARNING!  Anyone  who  derives  rental  Income  from  housing  detennlned  by  the  Bureau  of  Building  In»p«ii«jn  to  be  SOn^^fidUil^ 
FranchlM  Tax  Board  as  provided  in  &ectlool7a&4(c)  of  the  Revenue  and  Taxation  Code.  - 


Franchise  Tax  Board  asptovk 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORM ATTOH  COMTACT  IM««yfrmff         Tim  !;htDnlfl 


(Inspecior  —  Print  Name) 


L  L  UtchfleW.  P.E 

Superintendent 

Bureau  of  Building  Inspectkin 


at  □    Buildng  Inspection  DMslorr 
-  Room  201.  450  McAnisterSt 

I — I    Housing  InspectkDn  DMsten 
Room  302.  450  McAJlIstof  SL 

I — I    Eloctricnl  Inspeclten  DMsten 
Room  103. 450  McAIIlstnr  SL 

•     □    PlumWng  Inspectksn  DMston 
Room  103.  450  McAJIIstor  St 


Code  Enforcemohl  Oivlsloo 
Room  2G0,  1390  Market  SL 


558-6096 
558-6220 
558-6030 
558-6054 
554-8742 


5/ 


<   ,1    I  <  tU  » •■  •  f  > 


iST  NOTICE 


Duroou  of  Dulldlng  Inspoclion 

NOTICE  OF  VIOLATION 

of  ttia  San  Francisco  Municipal  Codes  negardlng  Unsafe, 
Substandarxl  or  Noncomplylng  Slnicturo  or  Land  or  Occupancy  Theroof 

NOTICE  nATF  is-,, 


3C0ND  NOTICE 
3HER  . 


(CIRCLE  ONE) 


JDRESS 


n)LAT10N  DESCRIPTION:  This  buildinr-  is  unsafe  hM'-  t-Q  ^.Ir?  ^.0 


"BC-8uiWlno  Cod©      PC-Plumbing  Cod© 
"~H6^Hou8ing  God©      MC-MochanlcaJ  Codo 
EC-Etectrical  Coda 

\  r.COOE/SECnON* 


oOUth-Gides  are 


due  to 


?:.FRC  20  3  (a'> 


l"-  dana«-  to  tiie ,  public^due  to  potential  failing  masonry  onto 
te  sigewalK  on  FliSsxon  St.   __  ; — 


SFBC  203 


fire  hazard  due  to  the  lack  of  operating  rire  safety  systeiuG 


20  3  (rj 


'aatjcuate  egress  due  to  partial  demolition  of  interior  walls 


SFBC   20  3 


p  r'a-"^a^=-^  to  tae  cccuoaats  ana.,^ 
cfasR  and  ufiHe  in  n;ai.n  entry. 


and  thH  cublic  due   to  the  collection 


SFBC  203  i  :-.) 


:e,  cnsaee.conditi.on^due^tQ^faiiure  to  replace  temporary  eartn- 
!a];^  reuairs  wina  perir.antjflt  repairs.   


:Q3  (a? 


'iapidatiicn  of  interior  and  exterior  eiemeni!:s 


SFBC  203(a) 


IE  FOLLOWING  CORRECTIVE  ACTION  IS  REQUIRED: 


□  stop  all  work 


1  ^ 


ffHSTlGATlON  FEE  OR 

:her  fee  will  apply 

ITIOX.  DATE  OF 

ftflK  W/O  PERMIT  


A  9x  Fo«  (Wofk  w/o  Pormit  aftor  1/1/1967) 
A,  n«in«pection  Fm 

□  Otfief  


A  2x  Feo  (Work  Exceednq  Scopo  of  Permit  Ol 
work  w/o  pomiit  from  ^1/60  to  1/1/67 


pemiit  from  9/1/60  to  l/l/bT) 
No  Penalty  (Wock  w/o  pomiit  prior  to  9/1/90) 


'n^t  to  SFBC  3(M(e)  and  332J  lnv«tigation  fe«  ar*  charged  for  work  b^gur,  withm.t  pnTnIt,  or  f,^  v^rk  €xc^^  the  scope  of  permits.  Such  fe«  may 
>^7D«Jed  to  the  Board  of  Pennita  Apptab  within  15  daya  of  pmnlt  action .  Room  154-A.  Utv  FialL   


V\JINING1  F^uri!  to  takt  lmmedl.t«  «^  w  required  to  cmrect  th«  above  vIoUHon,  win  r«ult  In  «*'«»^"^«  ^TT^'^^.Jy  Jj*'^  the 
Work,  If  .n  Order  of  Abatement  1,  recrmJed  a^in,.  iW- V^*  owT,er  w^U  be  billed  or  th^                                for  aUc^t,  Incurred  In  the 
j>  enfoTCTment  prooas  from  tht  po<dng  of  th«  flr»t^od«  of  Violation"  untU  «U  co»bi  are  paid.  SFBC  2CQ(b)  U   


VARNINGI  Anyone  who di!riv« r«,t«l  Incnm. frrm, housing  dirteimlned by  the  Bim^u «f  R"i'2"L''^'^''v!li' ? ""a^^?^  tfSSJ^kb 
inchlM  Taw  Board  as  provided  In  Section  17a54(c)  of  the  Risvenue  and  T«x«(ton  Code.  


B  FURTHER  INFORMATJOM  CONTACT  INSPECTOR       J»  gi  'iTli '  rj-j"*  '   

"(Iropicw  — Print  N«Tia) 

L  L  UlchneW.  P.E 
Supen'ntendonl 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspedlon 


By: 


Inspector  Signatura 


at  □ 

Buildng  Inspoction  DMkIoo 
Room  201 . 450  McAlliilor  SL 

S58-509G 

□ 

Mousing  Inspocfton  Divisten 
Room  302, 450  McAlllRtor  SL 

558-6220 

n 

Eloctilml  Innpocften  DMslon 
Room  103.  450  McAJIIitor  St 

558-6030 

n 

Plumbing  Inspection  Dfvisten 
Room  103, 450  McAllister  SI 

558-6054 

□ 

Codo  Enforcement  Division 
Room  260. 1390  Market  SL 

554-8742 

I  .  and  Counly  of  San  Francisco 


UopiirlinoiU  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  InspecUon 


NOTICE  OF  VIOLATION 


of  Iho  San  Francisco  Municipal  Codos  nogardlng  Unsafe, 
Substandard  or  Noncomplying  Structure  or  U»nd  or  Occupancy  Thereof 


:rst  notice 


NOTICE  PATE_;t^^,H  13 1 199: 


ECOND  NOTICE 
THER  . 


^DRESS 


(CIRCLE  ONE) 

602-606    MISSION  ST. 


EOLATION  DESCRIPTION:  Thl^  building  l3  unnafe  Jue  to  the  follovlng; 


(^Bi^Buldng  Codw       PC-Plumbing  Code 
H?5-Housino  Coda      MC-Mochmifcal  Code 
EC-Eloctrfcjil  Codo 

CODE/SECTlONf 


aiadcqtiate  Maintenance 


Abandonment 


Tbl3  building  l3  declared  to  b«  a  public  nulnnnce  due  to  vlolatlona  I-IO 
above.  


HE  FOLLOWING  CORRECTIVE  ACTION  IS  REQUIRED; 


□  STOP  ALL  WORK 


See  T^a^^e  owe  of  this  Notice 


lYESTlGATlON  FEE  OR 
(fHEn  FEE  WILL  APPLY 

tVnOX.  DATE  OF 

\3RK  W/O  PERMrr  


A  9x  Foe  (Work  w/o  Pennit  after  1/1/1967) 

/\  RoinspeclJon  Fe« 

|~i  OthBr_  


2^  23(  Feo  (Work  EjxcOTdnq  Scope  of  Petmrt  C£ 
work  w/o  pennit  from  9/1/60  to  1/1/67) 

f^o  Ponnlly  (Work  w/o  permit  prkjr  to  9/1/90) 


Inmi-nt  to  SFBC  301(.)  «ul  332 J  lnv«tig«tlon  fe«  v«  charK^d  for  wk  beRun  wlthmU  I^irilf*  or  for  w^ik  -xct^lng  the  »cop«  of  pennlli.  Such  fe«  m.y 

^  A31NINGI  FaUurt!  to  bik«  tatnedlnlB  action  m  rwruIrM  to  corrw*  ihm  nbov.  vloUHons  wtll  ^J^''^'"  "^^l!^'^' PT^^  ,h, 
IbUeWefM.  U  an  Order  of  AbBtement  Is  recorded  aninat  this  rrmmly  lh«  owner  wlU  l«  billed  or  th;  ^opwlv  wOl  b«  Uenei  /or  aHoo-ts  Incuiwd  in  the 
<ic  enforognent  procciM  from  lh«  posting  of  the  flrat  Tlotloe  of  VIoladon'  untU  aU  costs  are  paid.  SFBC  203(5)  3323  


^  ARNINGI  Anyone  who  derives  nmlal  Income  from  housing  determined  by  Ihe  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  to  be  '^^^^  ^^^^^^^ 

p«^-l  Inoom;  tax  nxrd  b«.k  «id  corponf  income  b«  tnt^t,  depreclarton  or  taxe,  .ttrlbutable  to  fuch  '«b,»|'ndard 't'^^  "  ^V^^h^^ 
It  cffieled  or  being  dllJgmUy.  ttpdittoiMly  and  ctmttnuously  prt>!»«!ui*d  a/t«  six  (6)  months  from  the  date  of  this  node*,  notiflatlon  wUl  be  sent  to  the 
Imchlse  Tax  Board  as  provided  in  Section  17264<c)  of  the  Revenue  and  Taj 


I  provide 

IR  FURTHER  INFORMATTOM  COMTACT IMSPECTOR 

L  L  LitchfiQid.  P.E. 
Superintandont 
Burgau  of  Building  Inspoctlon 


I  Taxation  Code. 


By 


W..-„-  .III/ 


Inspector  Signature 


(Inspector  —  Print  Narna) 


at  □     Buildng  Inspection  Division 
Room  201 ,  450  McAnister  SL 

I   I    Housing  Inspoctkjn  Division 
Room  302,  450  McAlllstef  SL 

I   I     EIrKtrlcnl  Inspection  Division 
Room  103.  450  McAJlistar  SL 

I   I     Plumbing  Inspection  Division 
Room  103.  450  McAHister  SL 

I — 1    Codo  Enforcomont  Division 
Room  2G0.  1390  Market  SL 


558-60SE 
,  558-622C 
558-603C 
558-605^ 
554-8742 


» 


March  26,  1992 


R.  J.  Evans 

Director  of  Public  Works 
City  of  San  Francisco 
City  Hall,   Room  260 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Subject:     602-604  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA 


Dear  Mr.  Evans: 

I  recently  wrote  you,  copy  enclosed,  in  response  to  your 
letter  of  3/20/92.  In  my  letter  I  asked  for  a  list  of 
violations  on  subject  that  was  mentioned  in  your 
correspondence.  In  apparent  cross-mailing,  I  just  received 
a  Notice  of  Violation  dated  3/18/92,  wherein  your  inspector, 
J.  Whipple,  has  listed  eight  violations,  which  I  hereby 
respond  to  as  follows: 

1.  This  non-jssue  has  already  been  addressed  ad 
nauseum.  My  engineers  and  City  engineers  have 
already  stated  on  record  that  the  north  and  south 
elevations  are  secured  and  not  unsafe  and  have 
been  so  for  some  time.  Read  the  reports.  At 
least  read  the  Dagenkolb  report  oC  10/15/91,  that 
was  requested  by  the  City. 

2.  Same  response  as  number  one  above. 

3.  More  harassment.  Did  anyone  at  your  Code 
Enforcement  Division  read  the  engineering  reports 
regarding  subject,  specifically  the  Dagenkolb 
reports  and   the  Chin   &   Hensolt  report  oE  2/24/92? 

4.  To  settle  this  point,  the  Fire  Department  should 
do  an  inspection  of  subject.  The  fire  pump  in 
the  building  is  checked  and  it  is  always 
operational . 

5.  Virtually  all  debris  has  been  removed  from  the 
subject.  As  we  understand  tlie  relevant  section, 
there  is  adequate  egress. 

6.  More  harassment.  The  outer  lobby  and  front  of 
the  gate  is  regularly  cleaned  three  times  weekly. 


t 


7  The  operative  term  here  is  "The  unsafe 
condition..,".  AS  already  and  clearly 
established  by  professionals,  an  unsafe  condition 
does  not  exist. 

8  As  we  interpret  the  relevant  section  as 
applicable  to  subject,  and  given  the  secured 
status  of  subject,   this  is  a  non-issue. 

Given  that  the  Code  Enforcement  Section  long  ago  determined 
to  "throw  the  book  at  me",  my  advisers  and  I  view  the  Notice 
of  Violation  as  more  harassment.  Mr.  Whipple  made  it  clear 
to  me  long  ago  that  he  was  "...going  to  get  me  ;  he  said  as 
much  to  my  architect,  Ron  Wallace.  Mr.  Whipple  called  me 
repeatedly  at  7  A.M.  at  my  home  threatening  my  wife  and  i 
that  he  would  make  sure  I  would  have  trouble  regarding 
subject  "...every  step  of  the  way." 

I  realize  you  have  other  duties  to  address,  but  I  suggest 
before  this  harassment  gets  to  the  court  and  the  media,  that 
you  send  the  Notice  of  Violation,  copy  enclosed,  and  relate 
the  specific  violations  to  the  correspondence  and 
engineering  reports  of  record.  We  submit  this  notice  of 
3/18/92  was  issued  by  Mr.  Whipple  even  though  he  obviously 
had  complete  knowledge  of  the  City's  and  my  own  engineering 
reports.  As  just  one  example,  relate  the  City's  consulting 
engineer,  Degenkolb,  report  of  10/15/91  to  the  pertinent 
violations  on  the  notice.  In  the  opinion  of  my  structural 
engineer,  the  City's  own  consultant  report  of  10/15/91 
effectively  addresses  the  wall  issue  created  by  Whipple  in 
his  notice  of  3/18/92. 

If  the  Code  Enforcement  Section  insists  on  the  harassment, 
you  realize  that  it  is  going  to  cause  the  City  to  spend 
prosecution  money  and  possibly  expose  it  to  damages. 

The  fundamental  concern  is  and  mush  be  public  safety.  This 
concern  has  been  satisfactorily  addressed  and  is  a  matter  of 
record. 

This  has  been  a  ridiculous  waste  of  time  made  only  necessary 
apparently  by  Mr.  Whipple,  who  seems  to  be  a  troubled  man 
with  another  agenda. 

Please  advise. 

Sincerely , 


Jack  Mason 


4ki^ 
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city  and  County  of  San  Franclaco 


Doparlmont  of  Public  Works 

Office  of  th«  DIroctor 


May  22,  1992 


Mr.  Jack  Mason 

350  Claremont  Blvd. 

San  Francisco,  California  94010 


John  T.   and  Mary  K.  Mason 
920  Seabury  Road 
Hillsborough,  California  94010 


604  Mission  Street 
Earthquake  Damage 


Dear  Mr.  Mason: 

This  letter  is  in  response  to  your  letters  to  this  office  of  March 
Is  and  March  26,  1992  regarding  abatement  action  ^"^^f ^^^^^^^ 
this  building  and  the  status  of  the  construction  of  a  temporary 
canopy  along  the  Mission  Street  side  of  this  building. 

A  reinsoection  of  your  property  at  604  Mission  Street  on  May  6, 
tggrbv  inspector  J.  Whipple  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection, 
code  ELorSmfnt^Divisio'n^evealed  that  work  -^.^  '^^rontTf  60! 
the  installation  of  a  canopy  covering  ^he  sidewalk  in  front  of  604 
Mi<=c=inn  qtreet  was  not  complete.  Mrs.  Kimball,  of  your  oftice,  was 
advfseS  by  insp^clor  Whipple  on  May  11,  1992  of  the  specific  ite^s 
requiring  completion,  including  proper  anchorage  of  the  canopy  to 
thrbuildlnfl,  provision  of  reflective  tape  on  the  ^5?^?°";^"^,  and 
proper  attachment:  o£  structural  raembera  to  the  »<=«"°1^  "Vn  ^992 
A-    previously    indicated   by   this    office  ""i  ,f         20  1992 

correspondence,  no  occupancy  of  any  portion  of  thi»  b"".dlng  will 
be   pe^nitted   until    all   work   on   this   =3"°?^  ^ 
completed  and  inspected  by  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

The  canopy  construction  work  at  604  Mission  Street  is  being  done 
under  Emergency  Order  « 158, 04  6,  approved  °"  "STth^n  fio  ho^rs  of  ^he 
order  reouired  vou,  the  owner,  to  begin  work  within  60  hours  or  tne 
issuance^f  the  order;  following  that  time  the  Superintendent  was 
di?ec?ed  ?o  initiate  action  to  design  and  erect  the  canopy.  That 


(415)  554-6920 


Room  260,  City  Hal  San  Francisco  94102 


(57) 


order  indicates  that  costs  incurred  by  the  City  are  to  be  paid  from 
?he  Repair  and  Demolition  Fund  and  such  expenditures  are  subject  to 
becoming  a  tax  lien  against  the  property. 

Followina  your  failure  to  comply  with  the  Director's  Order  in  a 
t?me?rBanner7  the  Department  ^f'public  Works  incurred  substantial 
costs  for  engineering  review  and  canopy  design  in  P^^PJff 
construction  work  to  be  undertaken  on  an  emergency  t)asis  by  this 
Department.     Further    costs    have    been     incurred  ^ l^^Z^P 

engineering  review  and  inspection  after  you  proceeded  with  the 
canopr  constructi  work  in  February,  1992.  When  work  on  this 
canopy  is  completed,  whether  by  you  or  by  the  D^P^^^ment  of  Public 
Works  YOU  will  receive  a  bill  for  all  costs  incurred  by  the  Bureau 
o?  Building  inspection  and  other  City  agencies.  Failure  to  pay  that 
bill  will  result  in  tax  lien  proceedings  as  detailed  m  San 
Francisco  Building  Code  Section  203. 

The  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  is  proceeding  ^^^h  abatement 
action  against  the  property  at  604  Mission  Street  for  unsafe 
conditions  as  detailed  on  Notices  of  Violation  ^^^^ed  ^larch  18 
March  24,  1992.  This  action  is  required  under  the  San  Francisco 
Building  Code  with  respect  to  maintenance  and  repair  of  this 
building.  Understandably,  the  complexities  and  copts  related  to 
earthquake  damage  repair  of  this  large  building  require  substantial 
time  to  address.  It  is  now,  however,  two  and  one  half  years  after 
the  Loma  Prieta  earthquake  and  you  have  undertaken  no  repair  work 
other  than  temporary  emergency  stabilization  and  protective  work. 
The  chain-link  fencing  wrapping  the  facade  of  the  building  to  hold 
loose  bricks  and  pieces  of  the  structure  from  falling  was  designed 
and  installed  as  a  short-term  hazard  mitigation  measure.  Other 
work,  including  the  canopy  now  under  construction,  has. also  been 
approved  for  only  emergency,  short-term  hazard  mitigation  purposes. 

This  building  may  not  continue  to  be  maintained  in  its  current 
unsafe  condition.  Repair  or  demolition  action  is  required  to 
protect  the  safety  of  the  public.  You  will  shortly  be  notified  of 
the  time  and  date  for  a  Director's  Hearing  regarding  this  property. 
At  that  hearing  you  will  have  a  further  opportunity  to  P^^^«"^J°^^ 
cas«  a«  to  why  an  Ordar  of  Abatem-nt  should  not  b«  recordad  against 
this  property. 


.5? 


tj^  ^>-o  innkina  forward  to  your  cooperation  in  completing  the  proper 
Ins"a!latfon"^o/ t^/  ctnopy^  at  604^His.ion  stre.t  and  in  addre^ing 
i-hA  nnaoina  Droblems  related  to  the  unsafe  building.  For  further 
info?;ja?ion  on'  City  actions  regarding  this  building  please  contact 
L.  Kornfield,  Chief  Building  Inspector,  at  554-8742. 


Very  truly  yours, 


hn  E.  Cribbs 
Director  of  Public  Works 


May  25,  1992 


J,E.  Cribbs 

Director 

Public  Works 

City  of  San  Francisco 

City  Hall,   Room  260 

San.  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Subject:     604  Mission 

Dear  Mr.  Cribbs: 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  5/22/92  regarding  subject. 
You  raised  several  points  therein  that  need  to  be  addressed. 

Regarding  the  matter  of  the  front  scaffold,  Access 
Scaffolding,  the  contractor  retained  to  erect  the  scaffold, 
will  testify  that  Mr.  Whipple  continued  to  delay  the 
reopening  of  the  store  through  his  breaking  of  appointments 
with  Access  at  the  site  and  his  unreasonable  expansion  of 
the  written  requirements  to  erect  the  scaffold  as  per  the 
City's  order  #157,501.  Access  has  advised  me  that  it  has 
not  been  subjected  to  such  arbitrary  and  capricious 
treatment  by  any  other  City  inspector  at  any  of  its  other 
erection  sites  throughout  the  city.    I  m  advised  by  others, 

inaluding  my  architect,  R.  Wallace,  widely  known  and 
respected,  and  in  your  own  Department,  that  Mr.  Whipple  is 
considered  to  be  unreasonable.  Be  assured  that  presuming 
this  matter  is  litigated,  I  will  seek  damages  not  only  from 
the  City,  but  certainly  from  Mr.  Whipple  personally,  if 
permissable  by  the  courts. 

As  to  the  matter  of  costs  for  the  canopy,  I  will 
contend  that  issuance  of  the  Emergency  Order  #158,046  was 
unwarranted.  The  facts,  I  think,  will  be  found  by  the 
courts  to  be  sufficiently  compelling.  I  suggest  you  have 
the  Code  Enforcement  Unit  of  the  City  Attorney's  Office 
ffSYlew  pireviQus  City  CQi:i7espgndonc«3  ana  <^<5tf?  wh«?<5  it  wiii 
be  conclusively  shown,  among  other  points,  the  prior  front 
canopy  was  City-approved,  and  further  that  there  has  been  no 
change  in  building  status  from  that  approval  to  the  Whipple 
complaint-driven  issuance  of  Order  #158,046.  You  should 
consider  asking  your  Code  Enforcement  Unit  what  was  the 
motivation  to  seek  the  issuance  of  Order  #158,046,  when  your 
Department  had  already  approved  the  previous  front  scaffold. 
I  submit  that  the  City  will  find  it  a  rigorous  mission  to 
substantiate  the  order*  issuance. 


In  the  unlikely  event  that  the  Court  finds  the  issuance 
of  158,046  appropriate,  Mr.  Kornfield  stated  clearly  to  me 
that  I  would  sustain  no  costs,  design  or  otherwise,  if  I 
erected  a  front  scaffold  which  I  have  done.  I  am  counseled 
that  an  imposition  of  an  unfounded  tax  Hen  on  a  private 
property  is  basis  for  slander  of  title. 

For  some  reason  you  have  found  it  necessary  to 
presently  ignore  the  matter-of-fact  record  factual  points  I 
raised  in  my  letter  of  3/  26/92  to  your  predecessor,  D. 
Evans  MY  correspondence  responds  to  each  and  every  so- 
clued  vio'lation  Mr.  Whipple  set  forth  in  the  Notices  of 
Violation,  dated  3/18/92  and  3/24/92.  As  you  state  -  the 
last  paragraph  of  your  letter  to  me  of  5/22/92  ,  the  proper 
issue  regarding  subject  is  that  of  public  safety.  No  City- 
rrtaLed' engineering  report,  including  the  latest  one  of 
Dagenkolb,  has  stated  in  even  an  implied  ^^1;:^ '  ^"^^^/^^^^^ 
or  demolition  action  is  required  to  protect  the  safety  of 
tL  public.  on  the  contrary,  the  building  is  considered 
secured  and  of  no  such  threat.  Please  review  my  engineers 
reports  as  well. 

You  stated  in  your  letter  of  5/22/92  that  I  had  not 
undertaken  any  repair  work.  Virtually  ^l^^^^J^^tectural  and 
engineering  work  for  a  104f  seismic  retrofit  has  been  done, 
at  my  expense  of  about  $60  ,000  .  Also  the  subject  has  been 
cleared  of  virtually  all  building  debris,  save  for  about 
seven  bags  of  plaster  and  mesh.  In  fact,  we  made_  a 
submittal  to  the  City  last  year  for  the  construction  permit. 
Mv  architect  received  a  response  requesting  additional 
engineering  calculations  and  further  information  on 
disability  modifications.  The  basic  issue  here  is  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  a  construction  loan  in  tne 
approximate  amount  of  ?.550,0C0  to  $.750,000  to  effect  the 
seismic  work  and  reopen  the  office  building.  I  have  been 
long  advised  that  I  am  not  required  to  upgrade  to  a  104f 
status,  but  I  may  presently  elect  to  rebuild  to  a  bolts  plus 
status  at  significantly  lower  cost. 

If  I  am  unable  to  obtain  any  government  financing  for 
the  104f  retrofit  of  subject,  I  think  that  I  will  be  able  to 
obtain  other  financing  in  less  than  twelve  months  to  start 
the  project.  Financing  may  occur  sooner,  but  with  tne 
current  market  it  will  not  be  in  six  months. 

I  previously  wrote  to  D.  Evans  indicating  that  I  would 
be  receptive  to  some  reasonable  settlement  of  design  costs 
rather    than    arguing    this   lessor   point,   overall,    in  court. 


3. 


I     remain     willing     to     try     to  ^^^^^^ 

apparently,  there  is  no  interest  at  D.P.W  ^ffll'  ^ 
remain  willinq  to  seek  some  agreement  with  the  City  as  to 
the  future  3 titus  of  subject,  so  as  to  avoid  a  Pot-txally 
significant  outlay  of  time  and  money  to  argue  the  matter 
before  the  courts.  As  an  experienced  and  successful- 
to-date  plaintiff,  (I  have  never  been  a  defendant  in  any 
serious  litigation),  in  real  estate  litigation,  if  I  have 
no  choice  but  to  seek  the  interests  of  the  courts,   I  will 


vigorously  do  so. 

Please  advise. 


Sincerely, 

J)<hJ./A^  

Jack  Mason 


• 


J;  ■  Phon«   numb«r  of   contact   person   and  architact'n/ 

•nglneer'fl  mailing  addrass. 


1.  O-ther: 


4,  Apply  for  a  building  permit  vithin  days  to  comple- 

  te  recommonded  repairs.  Wor3c  should  be  inspected  as  no- 
ted on  the  permit  application,  plans  and  in  accordance 
vith  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.  After  the  final 
inspection  is  •  performed  by  the  District  Building 
Inspector  or  a  re-classification  may  be  requested  by  you 
or  your  agent.  Refer  to  *3  above  for  information  that 
should  be  included  in  engineer's/architect's  letter.  Mail 
this  request  for  reclassification  to  Earthquake  Response 
Program,  450  McAllister,  Room  101,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94102  or  deliver  in  person  to  1390  Market  St(Fox  Plaza 
Building)  Room  260.  " 

For  further  information  please  contact  Building  Inspector  ^  

vl\v^  V^^VtPu^  at    554-8742  or  554-8727  Monday  through  Friday 

from  8:00  -  to5:00  p.m.    Thank  you  for  cooperation  in  this  matter. 


Very  truly  yours. 


L.L.  Litchfield,  P.E. 
Superintandent 

Bur-eau  cf  Building  Inspecticn 


By:  Laurence\JCcmf ield 
Chief  Buildii/ig  Inspector 
Code  Enyorcament  Division 


W/  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


DATE 


Dear  Property  Owner: 


Department  of  Public  Work 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspectio 

PROPERTY  LOCATED  AT:, 
BLOCK 2  3^01   LOT  01^ 


This  office  received  the  jMLux'^-a^tq^  . '  J  ^^fj:. 

— ^ —  J      H.   Y^il-r  pT-np*:>-r^v.      Based  on 
follcving  action  has  been/must  be  talcen: 


  M  1 1,1 1  III'  i  ng 

this  "report,  the 


1. 


2. 


The  above  mentioned  property  has  been  reclassified  to  

II  UVvi ITg^  gV^lT^ ^gUi)^' ; .  Refer  to  the  attached  stmmary 
of  "eaf^hquaJce  damace  classifications"  for  explanation. 

No  further  action  from  you  is  required  by  this  office  at 
this  time.  Please  note  however  that  permits  are  requirad 
for  following  wcrk:   _  .  


3. 


Recues-t  your  engineer  or  architec-t  to  submit  additional 
information  as  noted  below.  ^  Please  submit  this 
informaticn  to  the  address  listed  in  |4  below. 

a.        Detailed  evaluation  of  earthquake  damage  to  the 

building. 

b.  Safety  of  entire  structure  for  occupancy. 

c.  Safety  of  possible  earthquake  damaged     elements  cr 
areas,  specifically;  


d.  Ef  f  ec-t  upon  neighboring  prcpezrty  at 

e.  __ 

f .  _ 


Scope  of  work  required  to  reclassify  the  property. 
Recommendations  for  recair  work- 


Category  of  recommended  reclassification  based  on 
"earthquake  damage  classification"  as  attached 
(unsafe,  secured,   limited  entry,   inspected) . 

h.  Verification  by  your  architect  or  engineer  of 
compliance  with  City  Ordinance  415-89.  A  copy  of  the 
ordinance  is  enclosed. 

i.        Architect's/engineer's  wet  signature  and  wet  stamp 


1415)  558- 


450  McAllirtor  Strtnit 


Sfln  Francisco  94102  - 


(ity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


SUMMARY  OF  EARTHQUAKE  DAJ^IAGED  BUILDINGS  CLASSIFICATION 


"INSPECTED"   (GREEN)  No  restriction  on  use  or  occupancy. 

"TTMITED  ENTRY"    (YELLOW)   Specific     designated     portions     of  the 
LIMITED  br^iKx     ^xr.        ;   building  are  or  may  be  unsafe.  Owner  has 

to  repair  hazards  as  recommended  by  his 
engineer  or  architect.  Permits  may  be 
required  per  Sec. 301   (a)  S.F.B.C. 


"UNSAFE"  (RED) 


"SECURED"    (RED  SECURED) 


"DEMOLISHED" 


Do  not  enter  or  occupy.  Building  is  in 
state  making  it  a  life-safety  hazard.  Such 
building  require  repair,  temporary  shoring 
or  other  action  to  reduce  the  level  of 
hazard. 

Building    does    not    create    a    hazard  to 
adjoining  structures  or  to  any  street  or 
public  way,    including  sidewalk,   but  is 
unsafe  for  occupancy  or  use.     A  building 
may  be   classified    "Secured"   based  upon 
conditions  at  the  time  of   inspection  or 
when  work  under  building  per^iit  has  been 
comoleted  to  shore  up,    brace,  partially 
demolish  or  otherwise  secure  the  building. 
This     work     shall     be     done     under  the 
direction  of  a  California  licensed  Civil 
or  Structural   Engineer.      The  "Secured" 
classification  is  granted  when  a  properly 
preoared    special    inspection    report  or 
other  verification  of  proper  completion 
of  work  is  received  and  approved  by  Bureau 
of  Building  Inspection   (BBI) . 

Building  demolished  under  Director's  order 
or  permit. 


(415)  55a. 


450  McAllister  Straat 


San  Francisco  94102 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OFfia  OF  THE  SKUXTaJIT 

^50  McAllister  St.,  Room  301 
San  Francisco.  CA  9A102 
558-6168  ' 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

/x7  Director**  Order 
/~7  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
r~l  Superintendent's  Conjplaint 
Waived  Hearing 

CD  ABSENT 
PRESENT 


Appellant 
Address 


Ng  See  &  Chun  Pui  EtAl 
1841  Mason  Street 


San  Francisco,  CA  94133 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS 
BLOCK  0100 


1839  Mason  Street 
LOT  004 


HEARING  DATE    September  23,  1992 

APPEAL  NUKBER  6463  

INSPECTOR    Derrlll  Langer  


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  tfnrty   (30)  days.     Appellant  need;;  a  Chinese 
interpreter.     The  next  hearing  will  be  on  October  28,   1992  at  1:30  P.M. 
City  Hall,  Room  282. 


cc:     Pui  Chun  Ng 

1839  Mason  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA 


94133 


REHEARING: 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of   the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,   the  Abatement 
Appeals  Board  may  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  rendered 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  made  lo  writing  within  10  days 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.     Decision  rendered  by  the  Board  at  that  time 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  Rm.260,  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


DATE  MAILED;    October  2,  1992 


CITY  AMD  COUMIT  OF  SaM  ril.MICISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARO 


PiCE  OF  THE  SECRETART 
RPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


jpellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Nr  See  &  Chun  Pui  KtAl 
18A1  Mason  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  9A133 


Date:  ScpLemhcr  2.  1992 
Nature  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Ordsr 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Noci: 

Superintendent's  Complai: 
Waived  Hearing 


Otlier 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS     1839  Mnson  St. 


BLOCK     0100  LOT  00^ 


A?PIL\L  NO.     6^if)3        S-NC-DEQ  DA_ 


I N  S  ?  ECTO  R  U_C  OLLU-LsJIRC  r. 


[lac  Appellant: 

His  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  uith  the  Abatener.t  Appeals  Board  on 
August  12.   1992  .  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on       September  23,  1992 
ji  Roota  232,   City  Kail,   San  Francisco,  CA. 

r   further  iaforniation  is  desired,   please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
hoartnieac  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  ^50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
ncuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
r.c.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial, 
".u  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,   if  any.  and  to  have  with 
3u  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant. 
A  copy  was  sent  to  Appellant's  agent.  // 


PCD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 
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File  appeal  witli 

Memenl  Appeals  Board  lAAU}  ^pp^^L        ^,,jr  nnniEMnNT  nrrrnLB  DlinRi) 
1390  Markel  St.,  Suile^^u 

San  Francisco.  CA  91  lOZ  ^^^^  ^^^^  oND  county  of  r.nM  rRONCiGCO 

Tel.  No. 

FlIINn  FEE:  $  5/1.60  DIRECTOR'S  GRDCR 


Oppf?al  Number. 


r^ppel  lant 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appe.l      to  tl  e  ^'-"^^^^^^^^Pyf ' ^ 
Board,   pursuant   to  Section  203.1  of   the  RuUding  ^ode     Part  II, 
Chapter   I,   of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal   Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations   in  connection  therewitli: 


(U  The  order  appealed   from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,   of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,   on   __  »  


(2)  The^ffected  premises  are  located  at 


fee  tea 


dwelling  units  and 


San  Francisco-     They  contain 

rooming  units. 


(3)    (State  In'ordinary  and  concise  lannunge  tfie  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,   together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 


(4)  (State  the  rellBf  you  need  and  reasons  why  you  ^^^^^ 

appealed  action  should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) 


3  /'    ^/'/^^  -C 


(Attach  an  additional  sheet  if  necessary) 

(5)   The  undersigned   is  the  owner/agent,    (^tate  which)   of  the 
premises  described  in  Paragraph   (2)  above  _  


(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 
Telephone  Number 


Dated!  j)jl£A_Li  r  1  ^liO-'  HQ 


Signature  of  nripf^J  ^ 


iy  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


CODE   ENFORCEMEKT  DIVISION 

DATE:  07/31/92 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
1839   MASON  ST 
BLOCK:    0100      LOT:  004 
SE2:    01    CASE:  DAO 


Deparlmenl  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


NG   SEE   £   CHUN  PUT  ETAL 
1841   riASON  ST 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


1310  1::,:::;,:-  ' 


OWNER'S  NAME: 
HG   SEE   £   CHUN  PUI  £   STANTON  B 


94133 


INSPECTOR 


DISTRICT:  38A 


CT:  103 


1  . 
2. 
3. 


O_DEIL_0F_ABATEnENT   UNDER  SKr-ii.m  

against  the  property  at  the  looff^on  J  ""^"t-":  of  Public  Works 

x;:e"::r^--.:\^a^%e^^\''-"-  °" 

IHE  OWKER  MAS  KEPKESEWED.        '  "^"'-"tative   of   the  Director, 
an'r.'et:::!:;!':  tr.l^ro.lr'''^'  erector  finas 

o^%\e"\\^"e%t",''::,\^"ji:„%%-,"„-^--..t"^         Xa„  ana  the  oraer 
That  the  conaitions  are  a"  staged   i/m""  *°  "^"^  hearing. 
Superintenaent  of  the  BurL,,     t  ^  ^  complaint  of  the 

Ihat  the  conaitlon  of  sa^d  ^t       f"^"^"!'  Inspection, 
sance  unaer  the  terraf  of  th»  ^^^^^^  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
County  Of  San  Francisco  ""^""9  Code  of  the  City  ana 

conformance  with  the  San  rrancifco  ""^  »>"iiJl»9  intc 

shall  commence  fron.  the  aa^e  :^  this  orae"'  ' 

r-PPEAI.»   Pursuant  to  Section  203   ft)  o-f  4-i 
^his  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Ah!L,      4.         ^^^"^isco  Building  Code, 

Juner 
ilG  (2) 

5ID  (5)  (1  Signed) 
pproved!  07/22/92 


Very  Truly  Yours, 


'irector  of  Public  MorKs 


Cirr  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


FICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

ROPERTY  CONSERVATION 


spellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 
Lew  Che  Seng  &  Yueh  Kiev  


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


Date:      October  5.  1992 

Narure  of  Appeal: 


376  Hanover  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94112 


I 1      Director's  Order 

\  X  I      Franchise  Tax  Board  No:: 

I      I      Siiperintendanc '  s  Compla: 


□ 


Waived  Hearing 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  ^76  Hanover  St. 
BLOCK      6489  .    LOT  013-A 


S-NC-DEQ  DC 


APPE-^L  NO.  3304 
INSPECTOR       Derrill  Langer 


jear  Appellant: 

This  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  vich  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
Aug.   13,   1992         ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on    October  28,  1992 


n  Room  2S2,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 
[f  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
)eDartment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any _ 
iocuments  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  periits. 
izc.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial, 
ou  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,   if  any,  and  to  have  with 
ou  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 
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AHTAL  FILING 
niG  appeal  Willi 
oicnt  Appeals  Doard  (AAB) 

I!)  l/>3fk'i[  St..  Smk  250      appeal  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALH  DUARD 

2  I  'onciscn.  CA  m02 

JUNG  aP^t'^M  60  ^^^^  COUNTY  OF  HAN  rRANCISCO 

'     "~  FRANCHISE  TAX  nOARU 

^  '^^       -^^  Appeal   Number  ^  


Appel lant 


Thf  Mndersianed  apoellant  herpby  app»?al!?  to  the  Abati^ment  Appeals 
Board,   pursuant  to  Section  203  (i)   of  tbn  PMildinq  CotJe,   P|^rt  U, 
Chapter   I,  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith! 


(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at 


 ^5an  Francisco.     They  contain 

J  ^dwelling  units  and   -£2^-  grooming  units. 


(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  tlie  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,   togetlier  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 

(3)  (State  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  why  you  claim  tfie  ^ 
appealed  action  tjliouid  he  niodi  '  iricS  cr  j  rr /N=r  s^rJ  by  th.it:.  cc:ir«-. 

(Attach  an  additional   sheet   if  necessary) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner /agent,    (stnte  whicli)  of  the 
premises  described  in  Paragrapli  (2)  above  _ — _  • 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is! 


Tfeleplione  Numbers 


Pated!  L  rl-^_i  • 


Signature  of  Appellant  

K  _/ 

File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  ^^^^^  ^60 
Fox  Plaza  Bldg-  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9^1102 
Telephone  Number i    (415)  554-0742. 
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Cirr  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


Pit  OF  THE  SECRETART 

C'ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


illanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Michael  O'Neill,  et  al  ^ 

c/o  Mike  One ill 
828  Franklin  St. 


Date:      October  5.  1992 

Nature  of  Appeal: 


San  Francisco,  CA  94012 


1      Director's  Order 


("xj      Franchise  Tax  Beard  No 

I      j      Superintendent's  Cocpl 
Waived  Hearing 


□ 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS_ 
BLOCK  1191 


APPE-M  NO. 
INSPECTOR 


3306 


2277  Fulton  St. 

LOT  023 
S-NC-DEQ  Dl 


Derrlll  Langer 


ir  Appellant: 

is  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

ugust  U,   1992     ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on    October  28,  199Z  

Room  2S2,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Dartment  of  Public  Works.  Room  301.  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any _ 
cuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  perxits. 
c.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial, 
u  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  vith  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
u  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  was  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent. 
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I 

•,,^P^EALFIUNG„,-;..„;;,„,.  

^•ilG 'appeal ;witlr^^''^'^-'^-^"^':'^;^  ^  • 

nnt-AppGals'^Doard  (AAB)  -:0^^rW^t?r''':^  : 

OV!arket  St.;  Suitfi  250     -pp^^L  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  nPPI^OLfi  BOARD 
i  rfiRci£co.  CAWi02'  :  ; 

11.  No.  Ij!34-U/^2  T-up  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  BAN  FRANCISCO 

^NG^ELl-Jii^O  ^^^^^^  . 

"franchise  TAX  BOARD 


:U    J  I. 


Appellant 


Appeal  Number, 


33 


^TherundBrsignedlappellantrhereb 

SBoWrSSP^u"rit%o5sS?C^^^^  Building  Code,  Part  II, 

Chapter   ^  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith! 

(IJ  The  affected  premises  are  located  at  Li_  —  • 

■•■>-...K..r^:.     Sap  Fr anc i 5C o ,     They  contain 

I^>^^^5;r7^      dwelling  units  and   rooming  units. 


(2)  <:8tS^¥in  ordinary  and  cone ise  1  anquaqe  the  ^P^^^^^^^  "f"^^.. 
of  the  ac^-ipn  appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 


'    (3)v  (fetate  the  rel ief  Vou  heed  and  rear^onsj^y  V^^^ f  ^^f") .  . 
S_^^appealed.action^should'be-mDdif l^ic5'^^^  this  ooard) 


(Attncli'anladditlonai;'^^       if  necessary) 

<4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner /agent,   (state  which)  of  the 
premises  described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above  — — —  

<5)  Th«  offlclaV  addr«s.  of  the  uncg^^^ 


■  ■■IIIIMI'K)  I  I 


Tfelephone  Number 


7^  ^^-7377.  _ 


patedi 


Signature  of  Appellant.^^^ 


n1i«^ A^,p«al  With  th.^^^^  (AAB) ,  ^Room  260 

Fo>c  Plaza  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  Ban  Francisco,  CA  91102 
Telephone  Number  I    (415)  554-0742. 


C  &  O  CONSTRUCTION  COMPANY 


828  Franklin  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
(415)  928-7377 


August  13,  1992 


Abatement  Appeals  Board 
Attn:     Insp.  Darrell  Langer 
1390  Market  Street,  Suite  250 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Re:     Appeal  Filing 

2277  Fulton  Street 
Parcel  Number  1191/023 

Notice  of  Noncompliance  Letter  Received  8/5/92 
By  certified  Mail  #  P  424  460  472 


Hello  Mr.  Langer, 


Just  writing  to  let  you  know  that  C  &  O  Construction  would  like  to 
appeal  the  "Notice  of  Noncompliance"  letter,  dated  July  31,  1992, 
regarding  2277  Fulton  Street. 

Our  appeal  is  only  a  request  for  -     "more  time"l 

considering  the  past  and  present  circumstances  involving  2277 
Fulton,  I'll  try  to  be  as  concise  as  possible  m  explaining  the 
rationale  of  the  request. 


My  understanding  is  that,  in  f990,  Mike  O'Neill  applied  for  a 
oermit  (#  8911834)  and  was  advised  m  writing  that  in  order  for 
acceptance  and  approval,  plans  needed  to  f "^^"'^tted .^^  ^^M^^^ 
followed  through  with  this  request  and  on  June  12  1990,  the  permit 
was  approved.  Mike  went  to  pick  up  the  permit  and  plans  but,  the 
lady  at  the  counter  explained  that  she  could  not  find  the  plans! 
Because  the  submitted  plans  were  specially  drawn/duplicated  by  the 
original  architect,  for  this  sole  purpose,  Mike,  frustrated  and 
upset  as  he  was,  walked  out  leaving  the  approved  permit  behind. 


(70 


-2- 


Here's  where  I  come  in!!     Lucky  me! 

On  June  17,  1992,  almost  two  years  later,  while  both  Mike  and  Pat 
were  away,  a  letter  from  the  DPW,  BBI ,  regarding  2277  Fulton  was 
delivered. 

Well!,  I  must  tell  you,  since  that  day,  June  17th  through  today , 
August  13th,  I've  come  to  the  realization  and  conclusion  that,  when 
dealing  with  the  government,  on  any  level,  one's  patience,  tenacity 
and  perserverance  can  be  tested!! 

1   have   either    left   messages    for,    spoken   directly   to,    or  have 

actually  met  with,  a  Ms.  Miriam  Chion,  Mr.  Bob  Noelke,  Tom, 

Mr.  Steve  Young,  Mr.  Fernandez,  Mr.  Burns  and  Ms.  Teresa  Hansel. 

I've  left  two  messages  and  am  still  awaiting  a  reply  from  Ms. 
Hansel,  manager,  Central  Permit  Bureau,  on  the  whereabouts  of  the 
previously  submitted  approved  plans. 

To  date  as  per  telecon  in  late  June  with  Ms.  Hansel,  she  was  going 
to  have  someone  check  the  "10  bins  upstairs".  I  understand  that 
she  just  got  back  from  vacation  on  July  20th,  and  I'm  expecting  a 
return  call  shortly. 

Ms.  Hansel's  response  will  determine  the  next  appropriate  step 
needed  in  order  to  rectify  this  whole  "mess"! 

C  &  O  Construction  would  certainly  appreciate  the  Board's 
understanding  in  the  matter  and  grant  C  &  O  Construction  the  needed 
additional  time. 

Any  questions,  please  give  me  a  call  at  (415)  928-7377. 
Sincerely, 

^leather  O'Neill  Paccione 
For  C  &  O  Construction  Company 

cc:     File  2277  Fulton 


4!/  .;/  ^ 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


:e  of  the  secretary 

IJPERTY  CONSERVATION 


l^OTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  UE/lRING 


Dellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

iargareth  U.  Croft  

950  Lawton  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94122 


Date:      October  5.  1992 

Nature  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Order 
Franchise  Tax  Board  No 


\      j      Superintendent's  Compl 
Waived  Hearing 

[      ^1  Other  


A20  Moraga  st, 

PROPERTY  ADDRESS  

BLOCK  1933  


LOT  021 


APPEAL  NO, 
INSPECTOR 


3307 


S-NC-DEQ  DC 


Derrill  Langer 


:;ar  Appellant: 

Vs  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  vith  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

"  August  21,   1992.  vill  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on   Ortober  28.  1992  

'i  Room  232  ,  City  Kali,   San  Francisco,  CA. 

'  further  Infonn^rion  Is  desired,  please  Inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 

rtment  of  PubUc  Horks,  Room  301.  «0  McAllister  /  ^  "^,,3 

ocuments  and  Information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  con  racts.  pern:.ts. 
-c.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial, 
.u  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,   if  any.  and  to  have  with 
ou  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours. 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  was  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent. 


P 

V 
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rPFAL  FILING 
le  appeal  willi 
iet  Appeals  Do.iicl  (AAB) 

)  iofkl  St.,  Siii»f!  ,:50      APPEAL  TO  THE  ABnTEMENT  OPPEOLr,  DUHRD 

I  Jr.n':is::o.  [-WO'l 

1».  No.       i;,'^2  ju^  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  HHN  rPONCISCO 

mo  Ftl-::  i  54.60 

FRANCIIIBE  TAX  DUARU 


(^yr^^  Appeal    M..mhnr  3^^?  

Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeal,  to  '^'^^li;;^^" V^rf  f,^ 

Poarri.  nnr^^uant  to  Section  203  U)  of  tim  ^" '.^ ^ ^^^/^'^V/^^^^ 
Chapter'  I,  of  the  San  Franci^^co  Municipal  Code,  and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at  ^^"^^  /X.^] Cy]- 

 _San  Francisco.     They  contain 

^/         dwelling  units  and   grooming  units. 

C2)    CBt^in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  ^P^^  "f"^^.  ^ 

of  the  action  appealed   from,    together  with  any  material  facts 

relating  thereto)  ^  y^^jsv/u 

(3)    (fefSite  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 

;?rnpo:,l«d  action  shc'j!n         nodifi^^t!  cr   rrrvc^rsed  by   .ni^  ooar,.:^ 


I.  . 


(Attach  an  additional  sliert   if  necessary)' 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,    (state  which)  of  the 
premises  described  in  Paragrapli  (2)  above  _  _ 


(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is:  ^/-^^^^^/72^ 

 ,  — — ■ — —     ~~"7  /^^/'-- " 

Telephone  Number:  


pated:  <^   2.  /   ,  19 


Signature  of  Appellant 

File  Appeal  with  the  Abateme;it  Appeals  Doard  (HnD),  ^^^^  260 
Fox  PlaU  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  91102 
Telephone  Numbers    (415)  551-B742. 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


,fFlCE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
ROPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


.ppellant's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Willis  Mercedes  A.  

209  Santa  Rosa  Av. 


Date:      October  5.  1992 

Nature  of  Appeal: 


San  Francisco,  CA  94112 


\      \      Director's  Order 

\  X  I      Franchise  Tax  Board  No 

\      I      Superintendent's  Compl 
Waived  Hearing 


□ 


Otlier 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  5A0  Capp  St, 
BLOCK       3610  LOT  050 


S-NC-DEQ  DI 


APPE.M  NO.  3308 
INSPECTOR       Derrill  I.nnger 


Dear  Appellant: 

Tr;is  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  vith  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  oa 

August  29,  1992,  vill  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on   October  28t  1992  

in  Room  232,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

If  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
D»oarcment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any _ 
documents  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
etc.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 
You  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any.  and  to  have  with 
you  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 
and  a  copy  was  sent  to  Appellant's  Agent. 
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APITAL  TILING 
nie  appeal  wilh 
runt  Appeals  Ooaid  (AAB) 

)ll/ofkd  SI  .  Siiiln  2.^0      ^ppEOL  TO  THE  nDHTEMENT  nrPEHLn  DtlARI) 

\i\  'r,r,'±::o.  CA  (;  mU2 

■>mi'^ri:r^t''^    eo        ^""'^  ^^^^  ^^^^^  otjnty  or  nnn  FRnNcisco 

FRHNCUISE  TAX  ROORU 


Appeal  Number. 


Appellant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,   pursuant  to  Section  203   (i)   of  thP  Pnilding  Code,   Part  IK 
Chapter   I,   of  the  San  Franc  ic;co  Municipal   Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewitli: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at  (C 

 ^San  Francisco.      Ihey  contain 

C^;^         dwelling  units  and  grooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  tlie  spec  i  f  ic  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,   togetlier  witli  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 

(7 

(3)  (fetate  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  wliy  you  claim  the 
appealed  action  should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  tins  ooard; 


(Attach  an  additional  sheet   if  necessary) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/^55nt,  '  (state  which)  of  t?ie 
premises  described  in  ParagrVh''<^>  above.  

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  i si 


Tfeleplione  Number:  illSLS         ^  -T^/i?/. 


Signature  o f  Appel  1  an t .  ?<: licn  Kfl'l /V- f-—^  — 

File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  f^^^^  ^60 
Fox  Plaza  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9^10^ 
Telephone  Numbers    (415)  554-8742. 


ly  21,1992 

TO   COMPLY  WITH   DAY   IIICH  RKIHIRT 
BUILDING  INSPECTION 

2  remove  all  rubbish  from 

rd/court/basement/celler/cjarac|es  and   halls  ecL.. 

5  Provide  gas  service  shut  off   in  c.aragos,   make  accessable 
d  protect. 

6  Ratproof  grounds  area   in  basement/cellar/  and 
iderstairs. 

HQ  Provide  legal  ventilion  for  furance 

!,L/waIerheater  room/garages  underEloor  area/gas  meters 
Eld  all  bath  rooms.  ^ 

^12  Provide  fire  sprinkler  system  in  ^"^4"^^/' 1  i  ne  chuts/ 
arabe  and  line   rooms/storages  area/  and   remove  Fammables 
irom  boiler  room. 

17  Replace  all  broken  window  glass./  Repair  slash  and 
=putty     Check  &  repair  hardware  Reputty  all  windows. 

18  Repair  stucco  ALL  SIDES  and   Renail   and  paint  all 
xterior  /  Trim. 

21  Provide/  repair/replace/fireproof  stairs  penhouse  door/ 
loser.    Install   railing  around  ventshaft. 

23  Provide  approve  means  of  ventilation   for  stairsways  / 
ublic  Ilalls/Elevator  Shaft. /Make  windows  openable  and 
eput  ty . 

58  remove  all  non-conforming  partitions/  AI,L  UNITS. 

SECURTY  ORDINANCE  CIIECKI-IST 

Provide  single  cylinder  deadbolts  with  minimun  one- 
nch-throw  for  the  entry  doors  of   the   following  units. 
ALL  UNITS 

i  Sliding  glass  door  must  be  fitted  with  an  auxiliary 
L^vice   in  aaalUon   .o  tue  ^2.^;^^'^,^ 
,he  following   location-  ALL  UNIlb  Willi  ^i.iuunjv, 

bOOR,AND  WATER  HEATER   ROOM  DOOR. 

10  OTHER:    Repair  garage  door  locks  so  garage  doors  are 
secure . 


lU 

>- 

< 

a. 


DATE 


APPLICATION  FILING  FEE  — 
2__^^2^  ^  I    ^^^^  CHECKING  RECEIPT 


240598 

BUILDING  APPLICATION  NUMBERS 


)^=>l^.^i^^^^=^   I  ly  rPANCISCO  BUILDINGCODE 

t  ■■■■  inn  IrxPEDITER  I    1  g^nA  I  ION       I  SIO_NS   _  ^ 


ESTIMATED  COST  OF  JOB 


EXPEDITER 
REVENUE 


NEW  CONSt. 


i)f  iMfr  /(xii 


nil  I  n  AH  rtii  I  i<  i  " 

V.  rl  AN  rilFCK  FfF 

OK,  rjTniiriiinAi 
7K.  ARriiiimtmAi 
5K,rMrnr,Y 


JriLING  FFF.  7223 


2k 


CITY  ANO  COUNTY  OF 

sAri  niANCisCo 

nFPAnTMFNF  OP  PUBLIC  WORKS 
CENIHAL PEnMIT BUREAU 


■KMUlll  """" 


yfment  of  Public  orks 
'^Inspection 


( )l  Ik  f  1  loin 
Omrc : 


S:  M)  AM      ■\  1'^     1*^'     AMENDMENT  TO  PERMIT  No  ' 


PLUMBING  INSPECTION  REPORT 

i>ccl  on 

f 


Building  liisperloi :  L^^2^ 
 Plumbing  Inspcctor:Cy!l<Ji>v 


flowing  items  that  arc  checked  require  correction  in  accordance  with  the  San  Francisco  PhuT^bing  Code  | 
^co  Housing  Code  or  other  applicable  codes  and  ordinances.  w 


LUMBING  .  . 

_l.   Repair/replace  defective  traps,  waste  piping,  sewer  piping,  vent  piping,  roof  leader,  a.r  ,nlet  cove 
turcs. 

_2.   Provide  waste/ vent  piping./futings  of  proper  size,  material. 

3.   Extend  fixture  vents  to  the  roof. 
^4.   Properly  secure,  grade,  cap  wastc/scwer  pii>c  lines. 
.  5.   Properly  connect  roof  leadcr(s)  to  sewer 

6.  Provide  scwcr  trap  and  fresh  air  inlet.  <_^^      /  /'T^ 

7.  Provide  required  area  drain.  ^  )  C^-* 


^-:V7  JOB  ADDRESS 


8.   Provide  trap  to  serve  fixture. 


ABATER                                     /U"^^  JOB  SITE 

:  9  Repair/replace  water  piping/fittings  found  to  be  defective,  undersized,  iniproperly/n,staUed/secur<^^^^^  

10.  Remove  cross  connection,  non-conforming  p.p.ng  and  cap  at  source.                     V-r"\  Vv.-^,  ROUGH  INSPECTION 

ai.  Install  approved  water  pipe  service  valve,  fittmgs  air  chambers.  .  ~7  ~ 

.12.  Inslail  lire  spiinklois  lis  iC(HiiioJ  l)y  liiiiKliiif;  iiispcclor.         ^■^:^<r,c:>-^     (^-^^t.,,..       j^f^l  y'il*  \j'lPi^ 

.13.  Remove/replace  gas  piping/gas  fittings  found  to  be  defective,  of  imp.x,per  material,  undersize.  ^^^^  _ 

_14.  Provide  approved  gas  control  valve,  drips  in  gas  piping  J — r— 


14.  Provide  approved  gas  control  vaivc,  arips  m  gas  p.i.n.K  ,  „i   fikiaI  INqPFPTION 

1  ^  Install  gas  appliance  vent  having  the  required  grade  to  the  nue.  size,  distance  from  combustible  surr_  FINAL  INSPECTION 

'16.  Install  gas  appliance  vent  of  approved  material,  properly  secured,  extended  above  roof.  -  ^  /  / 

17  Remove  unapproved  gas  appliance,  piping  and  cap  line  at  source.  ( v  n        (y^/^^  /,  /  ^^X^ 

.18.  Other  deficiencies.  ^'"'''^fT'L         .  n..._/J-— -7_  

19.  Recoinniended  improvemciits.  L  ^cJ*--  "    -J  ^ 

^        ^  .  .  .  o      \Q  r'  'tio.y  l»t»t-  ' 


Location  and  e.xlciil  of  items  clicckcd  alxwc:  /^'\  ^  ^  '  .  ^"^V  yi,      //      *  ✓  / 

//      ''w  "        "  "  '  ■ 


VALID  FOR  ISSUANCE: 


CHIEF  PLUMBING  INSPECIOH 


V/ 


_Jlj-i]ni}vjjid^   



'''''^S 


t 

items  or  cniM-clinn  listed  l.c.in  aic  thosr  whirl,  won-  nbs.Mvd,  .nd  d-n-s  n.,l  nudnd.  vi.d:,li..ns  uln.  l.  niav  ho  ^■-^'if''^ ^^"^ 

V(ivi(lnit  wl.oii  wu.k  is  l.rr,<'n.  Il.e  locninicndcd  in.pn.vcnin.ls  nuh-d  a.e  imt  cdo   nu-nls  l>nl  an-  piovuhd  I..,  vnui 

""^ upi^iadini'  yoiii  hiiildiiif'. 

""■Mnsp.vin,  vvhopM-paM-d  this  ..•p-H  il  V-mi  haw  ;.mv   •Mimmv   inn..'  ihr  M-.|n,n  d  uml    N( )  I  I     ln.l:dl.iti..n  and 

,11  a  wuikinanlikc  niannn  nndn  ponul ,  I'.'nnils  M-.|niic.l    |)4 1'hnuhn.i'    I   I  Ihnhlin)' 

PLUMHINr, 


/  Iment  of  Public  orks 
/ y  Inspection 


(  )l  In  (■  I  llMII 

omrc 


K:.U)AM     'IK'S  I'M 


//  PLUMBING  INSPECTION  REPORT 

I' ^/^/:^/:>     ^72_  IJuildiiig  iMspeclor; 


Etcd  on 


f  •     •  1  fho  Sin  Francisco  riuniblng  Code  and/or  the  Sar 

*  following  items  that  arc  checked  require  correction  u.  accordance  ^vuh  the  San 
fancisco  Housing  Code  or  other  applicable  codes  and  ordmanccs. 

PLUMBING  .  .  i„,jpr  -x'lr  inlet  cover,  plumbing  fix 

X-  I.   Rcpair/rcplaec  defective  traps.  >va.stc  piping,  sewer  piping,  vent  p.p.ng,  roof  leader,  a.r  co  e  .  p 

  2.  Provide  wastc/vent  piping./fittings  of  proper  size,  material. 

3  Extend  fixture  vents  to  the  roof. 

 .  4.  Properly  secure,  grade,  cap  wa.stc/scwcr  pii>e  lines. 

  5,  Properly  connect  roof  lcader(s)  to  sewer. 

6.  Provide  scwcr  trap  and  fresh  air  inlet. 

  7  Provide  required  area  drain.  ^  ,     /  f  ^ 

  S".  Provide  trap  to  serve  fixture.  V  /   ^      fii  LW^oL  rAJ^^  ^C^^t^C^K, 

_^TZ-.r/^cplaee  water  piping/fittings  fldt^  defective,  undersized.  improperly/i^taUed/secu^^ 

lo'   Remove  cross  connection,  non-conforming  p.pmg  ^ml  cap  at  source.       g^^        ^TV-^^x  W^^' 
Z^H.   Install  approved  water  pipe  service  valve,  ht(mgs,a.r  chambers.  0  , 

 12.  liisCill  lire  spiinkleis  ;is  iO(iiiiicd  l)y  Iniildiiii;  insiicclni.         f:><oc.c;-^^^  j^til.^'iC  \j)p>^>-''-^ 

GAS 


y'U  ^^^^ 


 ,  .  Remove/replace  gas  piping/gas  Httings  found  to  be  defective,  of  in,p.x,per  material,  undersl.c.^^^  ^ 

 14.  Provide  approved  gas  control  valve  dri,>s  in  gas  p.p.ng  combustible  surfaces. 

1  S  Install  gas  appliance  vent  having  the  required  grade  to  the  Hue.  size,  distance  i 

—  !n:;:il    as  appliance  vent  of  approved  material,  properly  secured,  exten 

17.  Remove  unapproved  ga.s  appliance,  piping  and  c-ip  hue  at  source.  3-'^^^.,%-     Y  ^- 
 18.  Other  deficiencies.  (i^n^^         ,^  r\ 

LociUiou  ami  exlciil  of  ilcinsclicckcd  above:  /^V  /  .  £; /C/*  /v^,  'l/yv'l 


(>u         -'//*-• ''^.i 


Kp.f'^^/T-  y'J^^/^^   - - 


"^u|i|;iiitliiin  youi  luiiltiiiic 


lii  li  inav  he  i.-ciuTaliMi  ; 
hill  ail'  pioviili'il  li'i  V 


I'k 
rep:. 


•.iiispn-  h  -p:  Mb.s...p....ils  li:.v..ai.vMn..n,,i,^.u.v.,        ' 'j'^;;.;-^^^^^^^       N. )  II  ■  bMalla.,. 

PI  UMHIMG 


Ml 


ELECTRICAL  INSPECTION  REPORT 


Dale  o(  Inspection 


Fil«  No.. 


tkctrical  Inspector:   ^ — 

j*,U*cQ  Inipector:  _L=Sdj^J^  


FIRST  BEEN  ISSUED. 


Fin^T  RFEN  ISSUED.    

/  ^"ii^^^^in.  done,  an.,        „e  H.,no.,<,  o,  CO..SC,.,,  ,CC  S«.  3,_^.^=!^;^?^n^^^ 

"■4*^^,  ,,,    ,:r<;„  17,    3/1,    3(c    37.1.  Iniull  "Tvp*  S- o.>.i  nmper»bl€  lorn  I 

J  .  T^-Fi„s  taing  Ui«.l  in  brand,  circuit,  arc  ovc.jcl.  UC  Si'C.  in.  in,. 

1^  -•  - 


0 


proper  si/e 


(ii)  (aic)  (improperly  intUll«c 


i^^^.erv  coom  with  running  water  shall  have  ,o,  wall  swUch.es,  to  cont.o.  I.ghting  outlets.  »C  .05. 

6.     Electrical  appliance,  are  plugged  into  lighting  outlets  (in)  |..t)   " — 

37b.  37c.  Remov.  appliance  or  install  npp.ovecl  plug  receptahlfl  under  p«rm.l  and  mspect.on  Dy 


..ECSfC.  37 


,    .j.a.n  electrical  service  is  lohsolete,  ,an.,  (deteriorated,  '-^^^.n^^^  .nd, 

enclosed,  '  dead  Ironl"  service  wiring  and  equipment,  adequate  (or  d.e  load  served  P 
ECSec.  4,37c. 

(,     Open  bare  wring  at  luse  panel  hoards  to  he  erKlosed  "Dead  Front".  EC  Sec.  3. 

,     every  hah.t.ble  room  shall  have  at  least  one  ,1,  electr.cal  plug  ^r^'^;;!:;:;  i:::  ^ 

plug  outlets.  HC  600.  Kitchen  plug  outlets  shall  he  wned  to  an  approved  ut.hty 

locations. 

 ECS«c.  3 


(Outletjimuctjpn  hon)  (panel)  C2vor(v)  (is)  UeLmjii.ng 
37  Jmlijlhiiiisinocovcils). 

15rovKj;r;^?^r]uj^ing  as  per  Uuilding  Inspector  s  report. 


12.    Inspection  of 


was  not  poss.hle  at  the  time  of  inspection  arul  lurther  investigation  m 
expose  items  requiring  mainte-^once  and/or  repa.r.  IIC  30U. 

and  become  evident  when  work  is  begun.  ^ 


ir.  01  VI 


Bureau  o LJ3uiJ^ jjig_In s ld^ c_Li PjWU 


Inspection:      May   IB,    19  89, 
Inspector:  Richard  DePew 

Abated : 

Time  Required  to  Correct: 


Complaints:  ,  ^ 

XI.       Hazardous  wiring  in  garage  area  shall  be  removed  or  corrected; 
UcA-rt^  }       2.        Portable   electrical   cords   fastened   to   the  building  shall  be 

removed ; 

V.7.  ^         Defective  lighting  fixtures  sliall  be  repaired; 

Install  missing  outlet  junction  box  covers; 
Repair  exhaust  fan  in  APT.    2  10; 

Correct  exposed  Romex  in  entrance  to  parking  lot; 
Correct  unapproved  wiring  for  garage  door  opener; 
Correct  broken  conduit  in  garage. 


3 

\^ 

\^  ,  ^ 


8 


//^/.  Sy  ^^^^^  /z^-^^. 


>r// 


_  V^/  /    /J/  '-^^'^ 

0)  - 

(/)  ^7^^^a    /u/^'/^   ^y^^  ^ '  ^^^^^^^^ 


/ 


0) 


a) 


CITY  AND  COUNTr  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


FFICE  OF  THE  StCRETART 

KOPERTY  CONSERVATION 


BOARD 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ppellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
Ko-Ri,  Ic.  


c/o  John  J.  Kosewic 
419  Halght  St 


San  Francisco,  CA  94117 


Dace:      October  5.  1992 

Nacure  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Order 

Franchise  Ta>:  Board  No 

Superintendenc  '  s  Cotapl 
Waived  Hearing 


□ 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS_ 
BLOCK  0859 


384-388    Waller  St 


LOT 


019 


S-NC-DEQDI 


APPL^L  NO.  3309 
INSPECTOR       Derrtll  l.anger 


Dear  Appellant: 

This  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  uith  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  oa 

August  31,  199?,vill  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on   October  28,  1992  

in  Room  2S2,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

If  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
documents  and  Information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
etc.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 
You  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
you  counsel  of  your  choice. 

I  Very_  cruly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant  and  Agent. 


PCD  215   (Rev.  9/87) 

(A15)   558-6168         A50  McAllister  Street.   Room  301,   San  Francisco.   CA  9-U02 


ArP[  AL  FILING  i^^i  'h 

Tile  appeal  willi 
mml  Appeals  Oiwrd  (AAB) 

9(l^5fH  St.,  Siiifn  Zr^O      APPEAL  TO  THE  OBATEMENT  nrPEHLn  DUHRD 

ifil  rr.n'jisrn.  CA  ^;  'i02 

2\.  IJo.  .'35-l-n/^2  -j-ug  CITY  AMD  TOUNTY  OF  HON  FRANCISCO 

FUNG  rtl-:  $  54.60 


FRANCHISE  TAX  DUARU 


C    Appeal  Number. 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  Vr.,''*'^'T"'p^rri  I^ 
Board,   pursuant  to  Section  203  (i>  of  tim  Pnildlng  Code,  Part  11, 
Chapter    I,   of  the  San  Francir;co  Municipal   Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  ti.erewithi 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at  .  i  S  Y  "  ^  >^f<^  c^f^S.  

L(7/r. //'/>;;/  .iiF-   ^5an  Francisco.     They  contain 

^^^^        dwelling  units  and  _rooming  units. 

(2)  estate  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  tlie  ^P*^^  *  ^  .  "f ^ 
of  the  action  appealed  from,  togetlmr  witi,  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 


(3)   (fetate  the  relief  you  heed  and  reason'=!  why  you  claim  the 

appealed  action  shouHJ  be  modified  or  reversed  by  Uus  ooaru? 


(Attach  an  additional  sher-t   if  necessary) 

W  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,    (state  which)  of  the 
premises  described  in  ^^^'^Mlf^^^  '^''^'^'^  "  

(5)  The  official  addjess^of  th^  ^^"^^'^11  ^j'!^'  q-  tf  f  /  ^  _ 


The  official  address  of  the, 


Teleplione  Number:^ 


Dated!   r  l^Z— - 

1 


Signature  of  AppellantiJgU^-.  J<Ko^g..<n^-  0 


File  Appeal   with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board   (AAB),     f^<^°^  ^60 
Fox  Plaza  Dldg.    1390  Market  Street,     San  Fr;^ncisco,  CA 
Telephone  Number e    (415)  554-0742. 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


p.E  OF  THE  SECRETART 

IC'ERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTTCE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


Dellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Mountanos  Angelo  T  &  Anne  P 
2595      15th  Av. 
San  Francisco,  CA 


Date:      October  5,  1992 

Nature  of  Appeal: 


□ 


Director's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Not: 

Superintendent's  CotDpla: 
Waived  Hearing 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  128-132  Eddy  st 
BLOCK       0331  LOT  007 


APPE-^L  NO.  3310 
INSPECTOR       Derrlll  Langer 


S-NC-DEQ  DI 


ar  Appellant: 

is  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  vith  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

Aug.  31,   1992   ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.   on    October  28,  1992  

Room  2S2,   City  Kail,   San  Francisco,  CA. 

further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
oartment  of  Public  Works.  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any _ 
cuments  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  perxits, 
c.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial, 
lu  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any.  and  to  have  with 
lu  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant. 


CD  215   (Rev.  9/87) 

;A15)   558-6168         A50  McAllister  Street.   Room  301,   Sun  Francisco,   CA  9A102 


AH'lAL  TILING 
nio  appeal  Willi 
9»ent  y\ppcals  Guard  (AAB) 

3  f/ofkd  St .  Siiilf)  25Q      /vppEnL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEOLn  DOARD 

ail  ir.n':i:::o.  l;A  ^:•<lU2 

el.  No.  !3I;^l-};/^2         ^j-  ^^  j^  BOUNTY  OF  HAN  FRANCISCO 


FIM(;  Ftr:  i  54.60 


rRANCMIBE  TAX  RUARU 


Angelo  S  Anne  Mountanos   Appeal  Number  

Appel lant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,   pursuant   to  Section  203   U of  tiie  Building  Code,   Parx;  ^i, 
Chapter    I,   of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal   Code,   and  makes  tbe 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewitfi: 


CI)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at  130  Eddy  5tre^,tL 


 ^5an  Francisco.     They  contain 

dwelling  units  and   fO  grooming  units. 


(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,   together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 

Non-compliance  with  citations  by  Building  Inspectors,  property  listed 
as   substandard   rental    housing   property.      Presently   the   whole  hotel 

is   being  renovated  new   plumbing,    plaster   walls  replaced  with 

sheet   rock,    the   entire   hotel    is   being   painted,    new   carpets   to  be 
installed,    entire   hotel    is   getting   a   Face    lift,    including  the 
actual    living  quarters. 

(3)  (fetate  the  relief  you  lieed  and  reasons  wliy  you  claim  the 

st-pealed  action  should  be  mcdifir-d  or  rnvrrrsed  by  this  board) 

Need   SO   days   more   to   complete   the   work,    and   therefore   we   will  be 
in   compliance.      The   repair   work    is   time   consuming,    and   one  phase 
must   be   completed   before   another   phase    is   undertaken.  Building 
Inspector   Spencer   Gashe    is   monitoring   the   renovation   very  closely, 
and   is   very   satisfied.      His   last   inspection  was  on  Friday,    Aug.  29th. 
He   an   attest   to   the   remodeling  pro g'r ess. 

(Attach  an  additional  sheet   If  necessary) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,    (state  which)  of  t?ie 
premises  described  in  Paragrapfi   (2)  above  nwnnr  nf  prnpnrty." 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  isi 


 pi^cic^    1^^^-h  gnn    Frani-jinnn,    Pn  q^1?7 

Tfeleplione  Number:.   -—  


Dated! 


Signature  of  Appellant  rQ^--^v--;^XU    I    •  C:Q.0Q>^^i^3^;  

File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAf?) ,  Room  260 
Fox  Pla;?a  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9^1102 
Telephone  Numbers    (415)  554-0742. 


Pos -feci      bo-^  ^^"^ 


I 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
///abatement  appeals  BOARD  J^D  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 
/     MINUTES  OF  HEARING  NO.  358 

^xuatober  2 8jr_-iM2:^^ 
Room  282,  city  Hall  at  1:30  P.M. 


BOARD  MEMBERS  PRESENT 

William  M.  Abend,  President 
Kenneth  Bohegian 
Carl  H.  Ernst 
Shirley  C.  Yawitz 


CITY  STAFF  PERSONNEL 

Peter  Burns  -  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 
Laurence  M.  Komfield  -  Chief  Bldg.  Inspector 
Mary  Gallagher  -  City  Planning 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS; 


INSPECTOR 


//6466 


#6467 


1222-1224  9th  Avenue 
Ayad  and  Jane  Hussain 
(Present) 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


DECISION:      Appeal  is  withdrawn  by  the  Appellant, 


270  Turk  Street 

Ecker  Square  Inv  Partners 

c/o  James  Broussard 

(Present) 


DECISION:       The  appeal  is  granted. 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


//6468 


DECISION: 


950  Gough  Street  D.  Langer  -  CED 

St.  Paulus  Evangel  Luth  Ch 
c/o  Pastor  E.  Lee  Gerdes 
(Present) 

The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be 
on  January  27,  1993  (no  hearing  in  December,  1992). 


//6469 


DECISION; 


230-240  Brannan  Street  D.  Langer  -  CED 

Consolidated  foods  Corp. 
c/o  Patrick  Buscovich 
(Present) 

The  case  is  continued  for  sixty  (60)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be 
on  January  27,  1993  (no  hearing  in  December,  1992). 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  CONTINUED  HEARING: 


//6444 


DECISION; 


643  -  2nd  Avenue 
Nagai-Rothe  Peter  B, 
(Present) 


NOV  1  0  1992 

SAN  FHANC;'  3 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 
D.  Langer  -  CED 


Tomi 


The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  ninety  (90)  days.     The  case  will  be  referred  to  the  City 
Attorney's  Office  for  code  enforcement  if  all  required  work  is  not 
done  by  January  27,  1993. 


Abatement  Appeal  Board  &  Franchise  Tax  Hearings 
Minutes  of  Hearing  No.  358 
October  28,  1992 
Page  2  of  3 

ABATEMENT  APPEALS  CONTINUED  HKARING  Cont . ; 


//6460  2887  Green  Street  D.  Langer  -  CED 

Lorenzo  E.  Murphy 
(Present) 

DECISION:  The  appeal  is  granted.  Appellant  is  granted  a  lifetime  moratorium 
or  until  such  time  as  the  Title  changes  or  Mr.  Lorenzo  E.  Murphy  no 
longer  resides  at  this  property.  Appellant  is  to  have  a  copy  of  this 
decision  recorded  in  the  Recorder's  Office  and  submit  a  copy  of  the 
recorded  document  to  the  Building  Inspector. 


//6462 


DECISION: 


y/6463 


DECISION: 


604  Mission  Street  Langer  -  CED 

Mary  K.  Mason 

c/o  Ron  Wallace  &  Patrick  Quinn 
(Present) 

The  case  is  continued  for  another  thirty  (30)  days  to  show  to  the 
Members  of  the  Board  the  signed  sales  contract  indicating  that  the 
new  property  owner  will  continue  to  accomplish  the  abatement  work. 

1839  Mason  Street  D.  Langer  -  CED 

Ng  See  &  Chuan  Pui,  Et  Al 
c/o  Pui  Chun  Ng 
(Present) 

The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  sixty  (60)  days.     The  case  will  be  referred  to  the  City 
Attorney's  Office  for  code  enforcement  if  all  required  work  is  not 
done  by  December  28,  1992. 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  HEARING: 


//3304 


DECISION: 


3306 


DECISION: 


#3307 


DECISION: 


376  Hanover  Street  D-  Langer  -  CED 

Lew  Che  Seng  &  Yueh  Kiew 
c/o  Richard  Hui 
(Present) 

The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the 
Inspector  within  sixty  (60)  days.     Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be 
notified  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by  December  28,  1992 


2277  Fulton  Street 
Michael  O'Neill,  Et  Al 
c/o  Heather  O'Neill  Paccione 
(Present) 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
obtain  a  permit  within  thirty  (30)  days  and  to  complete  all  required 
work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  permit  issuance.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if 
all  required  work  is  not  done  within  the  specified  time.  President 
William  Abend  abstained  from  hearing  this  case. 

420  Moraga  Street  I>-  Langer  -  CED 

Margaret  U.  Croft 
c/o  Groft  Greti 
(Absent) 

Appellant  being  absent  and  not  represented,  appeal  is  automatically 
denied.  Notice  of  Noncompliance  will  be  referred  to  the  Franchise 
Tax  Board. 


Abatement  Appeal  Board  &  Franchise  Tax  Hearings 
Minutes  of  Hearing  No.  358 
October  28,  1992 
Page  3  of  3 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  CONTINUED  HEARINGS: 


#3308 


DECISION: 


540  Capp  Street  D-  Langer  -  CED 

Willis  A.  Mercedes 
c/o  George  Rodriguez 
(Present) 

The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  thirty  (30)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if  all 
required  work  is  not  done  by  November  30,  1992. 


#3309 


DECISION: 


384-388  Waller  Street 
John  K.  Kosewic,  Ko-Ri  Inc 
(Present) 


D .  Langer 


CED 


The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  ninety  (90)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be  notified  if  all 
required  work  is  not  done  by  January  27,  1993. 


#3310 


DECISION; 


130  Eddy  Street 
Angelo  T.  Anne  P, 
(Present) 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


Mount anos 


The  appeal  is  granted  with  the  stipulation  that  the  Appellant  is  to 
complete  all  required  work  with  the  final  approval  from  the  inspector 
within  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  days.  Franchise  Tax  Board  will  be 
notified  if  all  required  work  is  not  done  by  February  26,  1993. 


Peter  Burns 
Acting  Secretary 


LK:ts 


I 


y/y y  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 
^AGENDA  OF  HEARING  NO.      3  59 
^^^y       rjOVEMBER  25,  1992 
Room  282.  City  Hall  at  1:30  P.M. 

/  / 


0 


y/ y  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND  FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARINGS 
AGENDA  OF  HEARING  NO.  359 
IJOVEMBER  25,  1992 
Room  282.   Citv  Hall  at  1;30  P.M. 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  MEMBERS 

William  M.  Abend,  President 
Kenneth  Bohegian 
Carl  H.  Ernst 
Harry  Jamerson 
Shirley  C.  Yawitz 


CITY  STAFF  PERSONNEL 

Peter  Burns  -  Acting  Secretary  of  AAB 
Laurence  Kornfield  -  Building  Inspector,  CED 
Mary  Gallagher  -  City  Planning 


Item  No.         Page  No.        Case  No, 


Property  Address 


Inspector 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


1. 


1  -  3 


6470 


2126-2130  Sutter  St.  D.  Langer 

Howard  Teich  &  B.  Harold 


CED 


2. 


4  -  6 


6471 


2090  Broadway 
Edward  Litke 


D.   Langer  -  CED 


ABATEMENT  APPEALS  CONTINUED  HEARING: 


3. 


7  -  43 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  HEARINGS: 


604  Mission  Street 
Mary  K.  Mason 

c/o  Ron  Wallace  and  Patrj-ck^^^^jvi,,  r^rroj^ 


D.  Langer  -  CED 
DO' 


1  0  199Z 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


4. 


44  -  45 


3311 


473-475  Fair  Oaks  St, 
Amelia  P.  Grepo 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


46  -  47 


3312 


832  -  836  Valleio  St.  D.  Langer 

Marshall  Mok  Nursery  Inc. 
c/o  Arnold  Chin 


CED 


48  -  49 


3313 


2536-40  California  St, 
Winston  F.  Wong 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


7. 


50  -  51 


3314 


1715  Broadway 
LRJ  Corporation 
c/o  Andy  Forrest 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


8. 


52  -  53  3315 


252-256  Hartford  St.  D.  Langer  -  CED 

Amorosi  Gaetano 


AAB/FTB  Hearing 
November  25,  1992 
Page  Two  of  Two 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD  HEARINGS: 


9. 


54  -  55 


3317 


177  Capp  Street 
Enrique  Altamirano 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


10, 


56  -  57 


3318 


718  Brazil  Avenue 
Elena  Rivera 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


11. 


58  -  59 


3319 


833  Corbett  Street 
Arnold  &  Lynn  Scher 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


12 


60  -  61F 


3320 


1565  Jackson  Street 
Steven  Y.  Mar 


D.  Langer  -  CED 


Note:  FTB  Case  No.  3316  -  Cancelled 
E-n-d. 


/ml 
cc : 


AAB  Members 

City  Staff  Hearing  Officers 
Secretary,  AAB 
City  Attorney 
City  Planning 
Superintendent,  BBI 
Assistant  Superintendent,  BBI 
Public  Library,  c/o  Jerry  Roth 
CED  Record  Clerk 

Board  of  Permit  Appeals  -  Agenda  Copy 
SFFD  - 

SFPHD  -  "  " 

Posting  Copy  -  "  " 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OP  THE  SECRETARY 

Jerty  conservation 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


p;Ilanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 
Tclch  Howard  &  Booth  Harold 

2130  Sutter  Street,  IB  

San  Francisco.  CA  94115  


Date:  November  4.  1992 
Nature  of  Appeal: 


X 


□ 


Director's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice; 

Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS    2126-2130  Sutter  St 
BLOCK        0679              LOT  009 
APPEAL  NO.    6470         S-NC-DEQ  _DC  


INSPECTOR     Derrlll  Lander 


ar  Appellant: 

:Ls  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
August  13,  1992.  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on  November  25,  1992  


Room  232,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 
further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  ^^ivision  of  the 
.arcment  of  Public  Works.  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
'u;ents  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits. 
_     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial, 
u  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any.  and  to  have  with 
u  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 


CD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

A15)   558-6168         A50  McAllister  Street.   Room  301,   San  Francisco,   CA  9A102 


file  appeal  v/iili 

eienlAppea  s   'a/a         APPEAL  TO  THE  nnATEMENT  APPnoi  n  minRP 
19  Maikel  SI.,  ^'-iiie  /ou 

;a  Ffancisco  Cj.  9J11U2  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^  count Y  OF  SAri  framcpjco 

Tel.  No.  b\i'\  rii'\l 


Appeal  Number. 


iiowAJ^D  'riiicii/iiAi^^i.n  BaTiii 

Appel  laiit 


The  ivmJi^rsigneiJ  appellant  herL-by  apr)ealr,  to  tlie  A!jatemi»nt  Appeals 
Doarc  .    pursuant    to  Section  203.1   of    the  Builtllng  CotJ«,    Part  II, 
C!^ap»:ar   I,   of  the  San  Franc  i«5co  Msanicipnl   Code,    and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  tlierewltl^: 


(1)  Tlie  order  appealed   from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Uorks,  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  on    f  1^—  


,     ,   2126-2130  SirUor  Strect 
(2)  The  affected  premises  are  locc»tetJ  at 


 ^San  Francisco-     Ihey  contain 

dwulliny  units  and  _rooming  units. 


I 

0>    «.0t»t«    In  ordinary   and  concl»«   1  »niiu«0»   llie   wpwcltlc  nature 

of  Vhe  action  appealed  from,  togetlier  wltli  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 

'llie  \mo\:\  has  not  Ixaon  £ilaL-Le<3  due  Lo  Financicil  linidsliip.  Wc?  Iinve  l^eeii  adviueJ 
by  3  eii.j 'meer i luj  conltocLoL- ' s  repjiMs  tliaL  we  will  require  l^eLween  12'), 000  and 
200, OC'-    Lo  c:aii[)lete  Llie  work. 


(4)   (Btalw  iliB  rolliff  you  need  ontJ  reasons  why  you  claim  the 

»ppBal«d  action  ahould  be  (nodlfled  or  revartswd  by  thi«  bo»rd) 

Wo  are  in  Lln-;  [>i  cx;e!is  ol:  ohla  i  ii  i  ncj  fund.s  lo  (xni>iiK?iKe  with  llie  work  rer|nired 

by  Ihe  ClLy  and  Counly  of  San  I'ranci sc:o.     V\/e  aio  present  ly  la[|;incj  wilh  lenders. 

IJo  need  3  Lo  (»  iioiLlis  Lo  oblain  fundiiKj  Lo  do  Llie  woik. 


(Attach  an  adilitional   sheet   if  necessary) 


<5)   The  undersiynud    is  the  ownor /auent ,    (state  uhlch)   of  the 
premistas  described   in  Paraijrap'»   '2)  ebovi3__owiSI  


(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is: 

2130  Sutter  SjnrRf^t.a_Li^l.l^.Q       -"^^n  Franc i5CO._i:A—2ill5^ 


TelepliouK  Number  5(41 51  931-9893 


Dalcdi      August  10 


a. 


Fil  -•  Ap|)eal  wilh  the  Alialement  Appeal  v.  Pc-ird  (AAID,  Room  2G0 
Fovc  Pla/a  Pldn-  I  r490  MnnlM-t  Rtrpnt,  fi.in  I"r  rinc  i  v^<;o,  CA  9«110? 
hit  ,th.  .ti.'   I  l>«ihli(  '1  :     <  •!!     »    ! )  I    1 1  /-I  /  . 


I 


I 


/  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


CODE    ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

DATE:  07/17/92 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS-- 
2126-2130   SUTTER  ST 
BLOCK:    0679      LOT:  009 
SZQ-    01    CASE:  DCO 

TEICH  HOWARD  £  BOOTH  HAROLD 
2130  SUTTER  ST  #B  ^ 
SAN   FRANCISCO  CA 

94115 


OWNER'S  name: 
TEICH  HOWARD 


INSPECTOR:   

DISTRICT:  37A 


CT:  153 


"uTT.nTHr.   CODE  li^^.  ^I^no.  160670_ 

H..xin,  of  the  ocnplaint  o^^h.  Superintendent  of  the  Bu.^^^^^^ 

in  accordance  with  Le  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  HO.  159101^ 

ihe  hearing  was  conducted  hy  a  representative  of  the  Director. 

THE   OWXER  WAS   HOT   REPRESEHTED . 

Based  upon  the  facts   as  submitted  at  the  hearing,   the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows: 

That  notice  has  been  duly  given  as  --'^--^^l^'l^l^l^lfj^'^ 

Of  the  Director     ™ore  than                 =  :r ^he 

C>        That   the   conditions   are   as   statea   in  ^i^^  .  • 

superintendent  of   the   Bureau  of   Building  f^^^^^^^^^,,,, 

3        That   the   condition  of   said   structure   ^^^f  J^^/^^a 

sance  under   the   terms   of   the   Building  Code  of   the  Cit/  and 

County  of  San  Francisco. 

The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within  ^LT^ 
order,   the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  . 

fr^i;  and  complete  the  worK  ^^^^^^l^l^ll'^^^^^^^ 
conformance  with  the   San  Francisco   Building  Code, 
shall  commence   from  the  date   of   this  order. 

X.  4-     K^n^.nn   ?03    (t)   of   the  San  Francisco   Building  Code, 
appeal:    Pursuant  to   ^^^^^^^ .  '  Appeals   Board.  Appeals 

this  order  may  be  -P^^^^^^^^^^^^.^^J^^f^'^^rthe  Abatement  Appeals  Board 

must  be   in  writing   ^^^J^^';",^^'^^^^^^  Street   (55U-87M2),    and  must  be 

at  FoK  Plaza,    Suite   250,    1  390   HarKet  bt:reex  08/04/92. 

filed  with  the   secretary  of  the   Board  withm  TEN   (10)  DA^S 


Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  (5)  (1  Signed) 
Approved:  07/08/92 


(14  15)554-8742 


Very  Truly  Yours, 


John  E.  Cribbs 

Director  of  Public  Works 


37 A-P20-P20-002 
1390    MARKET   ST   SUITE    250    SAN   FRANCISCO  94102 


cm  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
A  B-A  T  E  H  E  H  T      APPEALS  BOARD 


lEOF  THE  SECRETARY 
?RTY  CONSERVATION 


KOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


plane's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
2090  Broadway  Associates 

c/o  Edward  Litke  

260  Dolores  St.  

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 


Date:    November  A.  1992  

Nature  of  Appeal: 

|"x~j      Director's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Noti 


(      ]      Superintendent's  Cotnplai 
Waived  Hearing 


□ 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  2090  Broadway 
BLOCK  0566 


X^OT  014A 


APPE-'O.  NO.  6471  S-NC-DEQ  _DD_ 
TNf^PECTOR     Derrill  Langer  


r  Appellant:  , 

^  onnpfll     f-tled  uith  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 


iRoom  2S2,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA,  .        c  i 

...Ch«  infor^.ion  is  a«ir.a    please  in.ui.e  a.  ^//;;irs"a°n 
artnient  of  Public  Works.  Room  301,  A50  contracts,  permits. 

..enrs  and  i-^--^^""  ^^"^."Ci.rrnrtirut       "  utoratic^enial. 
Failure  to  be  represented  wiii  constiuut-c 

fare  entitled  to  appear  personally  vith  your  witnesses.  i£  any.  and  to  have  w.th 
^  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very_ truly  yours, 

Pe^er  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant.^ 


ICD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 


A15)  558-6168 


A50  McAllister  Street.   Room  301.   San  Francisco.  CA  9A102 


File  appeal  with 

itcient  Appeals  Board  (AAB)  ^^^^^^             abatement  appeals  buard  .  f.^ 

3'J  Market  St.,  ouiie  ^ov)  f-w  ^*  y 

S;i  Francisco  CA  9A 102  Y  ^^^^^  county  or  san  franc  isco 
Tel.  No.  554-8742  ^ 

II  IMP,  FEE:  $  5/t.60  U I  RECTOR'S  ORDER 

■    ^C><^0   iK^XPyf-pHJl^y   ^^^0(^^9  Appeal  Number _  _ 


Appel lant 


Th«  und-r«ign«d  appBllant  hereby  Tpealf,  to  the  Abatement  Appe-1 
Board    pursuant  to  Section  203.1  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II, 

following  allegations  in  connection  therewith! 


(1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  a  public  hearing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,  of  the  City  and  County  ^\ 
San  Francisco,  on  ^""^'^  '   ^  


(2)  The  affected  premises  are  located  ^.t  )^^nD^/f"|^ 

San  Francisco.     Ihey  contain 


\J        dwelling  units  and  grooming  units. 


(3)  (State  Inordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,   together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto)        v  .  0  c  /'i^\CC^   \0  "ZD^^TTVi-^  

....  ^uft-e^^  ^  -i^^ 

(4)  (BtatB  the  rBllef  you  need  and  refiaonB  vhy  you 

appealed  action  .hould  be  .modified  or  r»ver--d  by  t^l-  bo.rd)_ 

(Attach  an  additional  sheet  if  necessary) 

C5)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,   (state  "•''^M /R^^/f 

-rnraisSE  deFirJbrad  in  Paragraph   (2)   above  S7»^'V  <-'\  •  _ 

(6)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is! 

It^ry     On^^"-^   _  


Trlrphnnr  Mt-'""^-      4''>'"^'^"^     CH  0^. 

(D 

Blgnature  of  Appellant 
File  Appeal   with  the  Abalemnnt  ApppMn  Ponrd   (AAP),   ^^^^  ^BO 


:iy  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


CODE   ENFORCEMENT  DIVISION 

DATE:  08/21/92 
PROPERTY  ADDRESS: 
2090   BROADWAY  ST 
BLOCK:    0566      LOT:    0  IMA 
SEfi:    01    CASE:  DDO 

2090   BROADWAY  ASSOCIATES 
y.  EDWARD  LITKE 
260    DOLORES  ST 
SAN  FRANCISCO  CA 


Alr-^  '  A:v:.  !<;;'v-'1(AAD) 

1. 

5 


OWNER'S   NAME:  -^^^  .C^  ^ 
2090   BROADWAY  ASSOCIATES 


INSPECTOR : 


94103 


DISTRICT:  37A 


CT:  132 


ORDER  OF  nKRTF.MENT  UNDER  SECTION  203-203.  R  OF  THE 
BUIIlDIJLG_CODE  regular  ORDER  NO.  _L60i42_6_ 

Hearing  of  the  complaint  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Build- 
ing inspection  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Director  ^^^^^^ 
against  the  property  at  the  location  shown  above  was  held  on  08/lZ/y^ 
in  accordance  with  the  DPW  HEARING  ORDER  NO.  159391. 
The  hearing  was  conducted  by  a  representative  of  the  Director. 
THE   OWNER  WAS   NOT  REPRESENTED. 

Based  upon  the  facts  as  submitted  at  the  hearing,   the  Director  finds 
and  determines  as  follows : 

1.  That  notice  has  been  duly  given  as  required  by  law  and  the  order 
of  the  Director,   more  than  M8  hours  prior  to  the  hearing. 

2.  That  the  conditions  are  as  stated  in  the  complaint  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

3.  That  the  condition  of  said  structure  constitutes  a  public  nui- 
sance under  the  terms   of  the  Building  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 

The  Director  hereby  orders  that  within     30  DAYS  of  the  date  of  this 
order,   the  owner  or  his  representative  shall  have  issued  to  him  a 
permit  and  complete  the  work  necessary  to  bring  said  building  into 
conformance  with  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code.     The  time  period 
shall  commence  from  the  date  of  this  order. 

appeal:    Pursuant  to  Section  203. (t)   of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code, 
this  order  may  be  appealed  to  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board.  Appeals 
must  be  in  writing  on  forms  obtained  from  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board 
at  Fox  Plaza,    Suite   250,    1390   Market  Street    (55M-87M2),    and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  within  TEN  (10)   DAYS  of  09/08/92. 


Owner 
File  (2) 

BID  (5)  (1  Signed) 
Approved:  08/12/92 


(m5)55M-87M2 


John  E.  Cribbs 
Director  of  Public  Works 


\ 


37A-P20-P20-00M 
1390  MARKET  ST  SUITE   250   SAN  FRANCISCO  94102 


Cmr  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


OPhCi  Of  TH£  SKUTaIY 

450  McAllister  Sc.,  Room  301 
Sao  Francisco*  CA  9A102 
5§8-616a  ' 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURE  OF  APPEAL 

/n  Director*!  Order 
Cy  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
CJ  Superintendent**  Cooplainc 
Waived  Hearing 

£J  ABSENT 
^  PRESENT 


Appellant      John  T.  &  Mary  K.  Mason 


Address  920  Seaburv  Road 


HEARING  DATE  October  28,  1992 


APPEAL  NUMBER  6462 


INSPECTOR  Jim  Whipple/L.  KomfiPirT 

ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


REHEARING: 


The  case  is  continued  for  another  thirty  (30)  days  to  show  to  the 
Members  of  the  Board  the  signed  sales  contract  indicating  that  the 
new  property  owner  will  continue  to  accomplish  the  abatement  work 


cc; 


EMS  Eissler  1978  Living  Trust,  c/o  Charles  Hanson 
EMS  Eissler  1978  Living  Trust,  c/o  Rolf  Eissler 
Golden  Gate  Bank 
Walter  Gruenwald 
Jack  Mason,  1087  Market  Street 
Ron  Wallace 
Patrick  Quinn 


/ 
/-' 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


DATE  MAILED :     November  6,  1992 


Cmr  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OFhCi  Of  THE  SKUTaAT 

450  McAllister  St.,  Room  301 
San  Francisco,  CA  9A102 
558-6168  ' 


NOTICE  OF  DECISION 


NATURI  OF  APPEAL 

/27  Dlr»ctor'»  Order 
O  Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice 
^37  Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 

O  ABSENT 
(T/  PBXSENT 


Appellant      John  T.  &  Mary  K.  Mason  

Address  920  Seabury  Road   PROPERTY  ADDRIS5   60^>  Mission  Street 

Hillsborough,  CA    9A010   BLOCK      3707   LOT  013  

.  :    HEARING  DATE     September  23,  1992 

APPEAL  NUMBER  6462  

INSPECTOR   Jim  Wliipple/L.  Kornfield 


ABATIMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  DECISION: 


The  case  is  continued  for  thirty  (30)  days.  The  next  hearing  will  be 
on  October  28,   1992  at  1:30  P.M.,  City  Hall,  Room  282. 

cc:     EMS  Eissler  1978  Living  Trust,  c/o  Charles  Hanson 
EMS  Eissler  1978  Living  Trust,  c/o  Rolf  Eissler 
Golden  Gate  Bank 
Walter  Gruenwald 
Jack  Mason,   1087  Market  Street 
Ron  Wallace 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


R£HEARINC:     Pursuant  to  Sec.203(t)  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Code,  the  Abatement 
Appeals  Board  aay  rehear  an  appeal  upon  which  a  Decision  has  been  renderec 
provided  a  request  for  a  rehearing  has  been  nade  In  writing  within  10  dayj 
of  the  date  of  the  decision.    Decision  rendered  by  the  Board  at  that  tine 
will  be  final.     Obtain  rehearing  request  form  at  Ea.260,  1390  Market 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9A102. 


DATE  MAILED:      October  2,  1992  


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


MICE  OF  IHE  SKRETARY 

'IDPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAH/TTB  HEARIHG 


Apellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
John  T.  and  Mary  K.  Mason 
920  Seabury  Road   ^ 


Hillsborough,  CA  9^010 


Date:  August  2A .  1992  

Nature  of  Appeal: 

j~ir|  Director's  Order 

j  ^  Franchi?^e  Tn>:  Board  Notices 

I  1  Superintendent's  Complainc 

Waived  liearing 

□ 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDUi:SS_.^OAJU^^ 

Rl,OCi:_    3707  L0T__012  

APPF.AL  NO.  S-NC-DEQ   . 

1 N  SP  ECTOU__JXiiLJiiLLLlJ^ieiii^^^^ 

Dear  Appellant:  , 

o^onl      filed  uith  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
This  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  ^PP^^^'/^^^^"^'   .,0  „  ^    on    ^onfon,bcr  23,  1992 

^^^^^^^3^^_1992.  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1.30  p.m.        _^  , 

in  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco.  CA. 

U  £.rc.e.  l.fo.^.icn  is  O-Ued    please  Innulre  at  ';i=r;a: 

DeparfDent  of  Public  Works.  Room  301,  «0  "  f ,  ,3  eontracts.  permits. 

documents  and  information  '      o'^a  i=  denial. 

etc.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  , 

Vou  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  .our  witnesses,  if  any.  and  to  have  v.th 

you  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours. 


Pc't'^r  nums,  Actinr,  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 

*  Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appollnnt.^ 

cc:     EMS  Eissler  1978  hiving  Trust,  c/o  ^^^^^^^^^^^ 
EMS  Eissler  1978    Living  Trust,  c/o  RoU  Eis.-ler 
Golden  Gate  Bank 
Walter  Gruenwald 
Jack  Mason,  1087  Market  St. 

PCD  215  (Rev,  9/87)  , 
(A15)  558-6168       -A50  McAllister  Street.  Room  301.  S.n  Francisco.  (.A  9..10. 


\ 


1390  Mafkel  SI..  Suilc 

San  Francisco  CA  9'!  102  ^^^^  ^^^^  nNU  COUNTY  nr  son  rnnNCirro 
Tel.  No.  SSA-B/'JZ 

riilNH  FEE:  $  5/..^0  DIRECTOR'S  ORDER 


^71  ri-   KAf^X'JfJ   '^•M^-M  Number. 


Appel lant 


The  underBigned  appellant  her..by  ^^pp^^ln  to  ti.e  ^^^^'^•"''"^^^•^y^^^ ^ 
Board;  pursuant  lo  Section  203.1  of  th.  Building        ^1.  ^^--i,,^^ ' 
Chapter   I,   of  the  B«n  Francisco  Municipnl   Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  In  connection  therewlthi 


<1)  The  order  appealed  from  was  made  at  «  pnMic  t,earing  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Works,  of  the  City  and  County  of 
Ban  Francisco,  on   IJ/J  ■ 


nan  r  I  r  —  f—   _ 

 San  Francisco.     Ihey  contain 

— ^-         dwelling  upits  and    grooming  units. 

(3)  (BtatB  m  ordinary  and  concisfi  lannungf?  the  ^P^^ * J*^ 

of  the  action  appealed  from,   together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto)  -  m" /r.i   r»^orrr  h,  .^I'.r  f  r/iUj  0^^  Ti. 

^  ^    "'^C^rCBt.ta  the  r.llBf  you  n.;^nd  r^asonn  why  you 

lr,r,  — l.d  action  .riould  be  modified  or  rsv-r.-d  by  tMl«  DO«ra/ 
•pp.al.d  action  .n  ^  ^ 

»-7HC)K;         e,w«-  Z*^  ^^(ft\tath  an  additional  sh..^t  if  n..c^s5ary)         /  o^ta^^^ 

C5)  The  undersigned   is  the<555r)/ageMl      (state  which)  of  the 

premises  described  in  P>aufaph  (2)  above_  .  

(6)  The  official  address  of  ^''^""^^''cf '^"^^l. V.^/n^ 

Tulcptinnr  Miitp'^"-^''        "^i^  l^iiJi  • 


Dated,,.  ^Ijj^U  •  Qo) 

Signature  of  Oppel  1  ant^Oii  /t^71jvw=>  

File  Appeal  wltt,  tl,e  nhnlnment  nppnM .  ^^^'^  ^1^^^^^'  ^T^'^.To? 
Tr>lppl»'^np  Nniiihi'ri    ('H'l^  '  I''' 


Co  /\4i^-{i£i\  txjftr    /vccA/t     i^ooua     m/csvfiry     ais    HAf\jflU^L.   oi-    me  ^Co^c^ 
Uf\f  t^oJL.7V]0mc^^  ^  fwe-  P^^V^^3C£    (-ir<C<n-nr^    f'-vLNU!\\if\       O^'iT-   H/    TML  \jl)j^}iJKf)tO 

oKJ    ^>^/loLcr    ■P:^/!-  ^     /Of^  $riiMf<-  »t£TiLo/^,r^     T»ic  t://V//v(i  MMt- 


;ly  and  Cou  my  of  San  Francisco 


October  29,  1991 


Uopai  linonloll^ublic  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspeclion 
450  McAlIlsler  Slreel 
San  Francisco,  CA.  94102 


John  T.  and  Mary  K.  Mason 
920  Seabury  Rd. 
Hillsborough,  CA  94010 

Re:     604  Mission  Street 

Dear  Mr.  Mason:  „nT  t-^ff 

Based  upon  an  assessment  of  current  buUaing  conditi^^^^^^^^^ 
anlconsulting  structural  engineers  and  the     e  ,t  604 

tSsessment   report   dated   October    15      1^9  „  ,th 

Mission   Street   may   Baintain    Its     i.  „^intnin  pedestrian 

occupancy  restricted  to  the  placpd  over  the  entire 

protection  an  engineered  canopy  ^--^Jl^^^^^  building  to  replace 
Sidewalk  under  the  Mission  Street  facade^^        installed  within  ten 
the  existing  scaffold.     This  canopy    t.„„raencv  Order,  perform  the 
UO)  dajs  or  the  Bureau  may  ^^^'^S •      As  you  have  been 

work  and  assess  all  costs  to  the  P'^J'PfV^y  repair/seismic  upgrade 
Informed  by  separate  ^-"-'.^^^/il^^^'nd  ^h^^u/eau  of  Building 
xLp\^t\ori^at^Tnirate^"e"nf?"cetnt/a.atement  action  against  the 

building  due  to  unsafe  conditions. 

Xf  you  have  any  questions  please  contact  Chief  Building  Inspector 
L.  Kornfield  at  554-8742. 

Very  truly  yours, 
L.   L.   Litchfield,  PE 


e  M. 
Build 
Enf orceme 


LMK: JW 

Enclosure  ^ 

cc:     Marvin  Ruiz,  BID 


Ctetober  15, 1991 


Richard  J.  Evans 
Director 

Department  of  Public  A  3 
Gty  and  County  of  Saii  i  landsco 
Room  260,  Qty  Hall 
San  Francisco,  California  94102 

Reference:  EMERGENCY  SHORING  PROGRAM 

Kelerence.  SEISMICALLY  DAMAGED  BUILDINGS 

604  MISSION  STREET 
[DEGENKOLB  JOB  #89177] 


Dear  Mr.  Evans: 

At  your  request,  we  have  inspected  U.e  above  referenced  building.  We  liave  also 
rev&T^ovember  20,  1989  1etter  written  by  Harold  ^avis  from  Rutherfoni 
and  oScene  Consulting  Engineers  regarding  this  building.  Tlie  Nov^ber  20^ 
Rud.^ra;^ChekenllettS  references  other  letters  written  by  their  firm  related 
to  the  building,  but  those  letters  were  not  made  avaibble  to  us. 

The  building  at  604  Mission  is  ten  stories  in  height  pins  mechanicnl  and  occupant 
penthouses  at  the  roof  leveL  It  also  lias  a  basement.  Tl>e  plan  dimen3,ons  of  tl.e 
building  are  approximately  40  feet  wide  and  60  feet  deep.  Tl.e  buildmg  has 
structural  steel  framing  with  poured-in-plnce  concrete  construcUon  spanning  to  ^ 
interior  structural  steel  frames.  The  exterior  waUs  of  U^e  budding  are  mfill, 
unreinforced  brick,  supported  at  each  floor  level  on  structural  .teel  beams. 

For  this  lettpx,  we  are  referencing  Mission  Street  as  Running  east-west  with  Market 
Street  to  the  north. 

The  building  is  located  on  the  north  side  of  Mission  Street.  An  oWer  sbc-st^ry 
building,  which  has  reportedly  been  seismically  strengthened  to  met  U.e  104f 
r^^ements  of  the  SaS  Frandsco  Building  Code,  is  adjacent  to 
building  on  the  west  side.  It  appears  that  the  taUer  ten-story  buJding  pounded 
against  the  lower  six-story  buildmg  in  the  Loma  Prieta  earthqunkE  causing 
significant  damage  to  the  north  and  south  exterior  walls  of  the  taUer  buUdmg. 
•  The  greater  damage  occurred  at  die  sevenQi  and  eight  floor  levels. 


H.  I  Dn-Ti'Lulb  A>-»  - 
■nM«nMDV'''~>«» 

Hwl.M.I  )»>  I 
Mj.XJ...!  I  I1"|T^ 

J, J«  ,\  Itjl  IV— 


& 


Degenkolb 


Page  Two 
Ckrtober  15, 1991 


Since  the  earthquake,  chain  link  fendng  has  been  altnd.ed  to  the  south  wall  facing 
^ion  S^)^th  wii^  cables  to  encapsulate  the  dnmnced  briclc  Most  of  the 
J^^te  l^re  been  removed  from  the  interior  of  the  buUding.  No  repain  of  the 
damaged  building  elements  have  been  made. 

A  uorticn  of  the  ground  floor  b  currently  occupied  by  a  relaU  bakery  wliich  is  open 
forCSTe^  It  is  our  recommendation  that  tlus  business  be  a^^w^  to  con^ue 
oj^or-n.erefore,  it  U  our  recommendation  that  tl.e  ^-^^-^  ^^^f^,^^^^^^ 
-l^OTED  ENTRr*  with  no  continued  occupancy  allowed  on  ll^e  second  floor 

Uux>ugh  the  roof  levels. 

■n,e  ereatet  damage  to  the  building  occurred  to  the  south  wnll  (fncing  Nli.ssion 
S^Lo  Tto^e  waU  where  the  damaged  bricks  are  encapsulated  with  d.a m  Unk 
teXg.^o.^er  mild  earthquake  werl  to  ocarr,  it  is  possible  t^at  some  bndcs  may 
S^to  the  street  below.  While  there  is  currently  a  scaffold  along  U,e  face  of  U« 

we  recommend  that  It  be  replaced  with  a  wider  canopy.  We  recominend 
ZVu^e  nm  onopy  cover  the  entire  sidewalk,  except  Hut  it  may  be  set  back  as 

to  ac«3xiate  the  bus  traffic.  The  canopy  should  be  deigned  by  a  OvJ 
SS-  reristered  to  the  State  of  Califorma.  Further,  U,e  roof  of  tl.e  canopy  hould 

to  fTo^Sling  bricl.   We  do  not  feel  that  Uwre  are  imminent  laUmg  lizards 
on  the  other  sides  of  the  building. 

Please  feel  free  to  contact  us  if  we  can  provide  any  fmlher  informalion. 


Very  truly  yours, 

H.  J.  DEGENKOLB  ASSOCIATES,  ENGINEERS 


Ted  J.  Canon 
Structural  Engineer 


cc  Laurence  Komfield 


TlCydq 
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F.-LT         (415)  861-333 


_j 


*  *  *  F.ll  ME  !0  ♦  ♦ 


DATE:. 


2_ 


-  ^    ^  <  «  <  -t  »  ■>v'-<- 


HRM: 


'Vl  .ue  T:L\:is:u7:riG  a  tct.vl  cf 

AT  H^15)  11Z-12S3. 


?\C13  r.lCJJDr.iC  Tr.ZS  zzv 
1  ?.\CZ3,  ?'^\2Z  CALL  ICLZTIAT 


:C£7  MAnKET  STn£HT,  SA.N  rnA.NC'.SCC,  CA  9-1103.  U.S.A.,  •  (41=)  :51-1946 


SAN  fRANCISCO.  CAllF.  Location  ...^x^»r)../rJ-^  0<;'_-.-,-^^^^^^    -  -  ; 
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SAN  FRANCISCO,  CAIIF 
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<3  £ ^ 7V_^AV_j^^ 
We   h^v^c  ^i-,<i^v^^  -^^^^'^^^^^^Y  '''' 


and  Couiiiy  of  Sm  Francisco 


Ui;i)ai  lnicnlol  I'ublic  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  inspection 


cm  AND  COUNTY  OF  SMi  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMEirr  OF  PUBLIC  WOBKS 

ORDES  NO.  158.0^16  

EMERGENCY  ORDEIl  WIPjg_S_EMOl'S_  J^IMF^UAJL^I^^^^^ 


LOCATION: 
OWNER: 


602-606  Mlooion  St. 


■lohn  T.  JjiUy  ^'  Hnnon 
920  Senlmry  Hd, 


,  receive-  .  ..rUU.  «rlUen  e„.,,....  r.™  U,e  Sj^^--^^ ;.^Unr  " 


ADDRESS:        602-606  Mission  St, 


DLOCK:       3707         LOT:  __013. 


eonstuucln.  .n  lament  .„d  ...at.ntln,  .....r,,  .o  ^.e^.n^. J-^^^;;^;;^'' 

„f  p^^oarrlang  OD  Mission  Street   

 h  ^  .   t  1  t  f o  from 


earthquake  damaged  bullillng 


60  liours 


the  following: 


"rrrnnt  ot  60^  "'^.1-  St.  to  protect  the  public,  _ 


runuer.  it  Ihe  owner  s.aU  raU  -  -P.,  -iU;  ^;;'^^-t:^OM:,;  urlL""' 
as  the  "tatement  or  a  eerlous  and  1-edlaU  dancer. 

At  such  tl.e  as  the  owner  shall  '-e  tortelled        rU-.l  f,^;;;^;;^,-^;;*;:" 
Cork  to  ahate  the  1-nent  l;"'-^-,^  d  -aer  slci:!::.  :03(o,  and 

^.S^ltr't^'L^nre're^arr:  rrrl'cterr.  \l  a..ate  .he  pu.Hc  nuisance. 

Notice:  Any  expenditure  ot  -.^^J^tr ll:ir':;Mt t"prop"t';:^ 
Order  is  subject  to  becomiiiB  a  tax  iien  agaii 

,  copy  Of  this  notice  shall  he  -n.  tj.  ^-^^^^H;;^^ 

Code. 


EECOMMENDED:  k 
Superintendent  of  Bldg.  Inspection 


Richnrd  f.  Evarii"' 
Director  of  Public 


Dep.  Director  f 

D15TRIDUTI0M: 


File  (2) 

Supfrrlnlcndont ,  IWM  (3) 

Ciinl  roller 

CED 

Al»IMU)VI'I)i 


Rpcunlcr'fi  ori  i'P 
i'.  Wy  At  <  (»nif  y 
Ponl  on  bill  III  InP. 
Owiior 


March  9,  1992 


L.  Kornfield 

Chief  Building  Inspector 
Code  Enforcement  Division 
Department  of  Public  Works 
City  of  San  Francisco 
450  McAllister  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Re:     606  Mission  Street 
Dear  Mr.  Kornfield: 


On  February  24  ,  1992  we  submitted  to  you,  by  "l^^-^^^g^^' 
our  engineer  report  from  Chin  *  licnsolt,  Inc.,  '^PP^^^^^  ^'^^ 
front  scaffold  structure  at  subject  property.  Ihis  report 
was  submitted  based  upon  your  consultants,  Deg^"\°^^ '  ^^^^^^^ 
of  10/15/91,  to  D.  Elvans,  copy  enclosed,  where  it  made 
clear'  that'  the  subject  store  .  be  allowed  t,  continue 
operation,    and  as  per  our  discussion  of  2/21/92. 

When  I  was  finally  able  to  reach  you  °"  ^"(^V^^,  you 
advised  that  Degenkolb,  who  had  previously  ^"^"^^^^t^^Vhfn  & 
own  scaffold  plan  to  you,  would  not  approve  of  the  C,,  n  & 
Hensolt  plan,  and  thus  the  store  could  not  reopen.  You  also 
advised  that  your  office  would  review  the  matter  and  let  me 
know  of  its  decision.  I  told  you,  in  our  ^^"^^"^ °" '  ^'^^^ 
I  had  been  advised  that  we  had  erect-d  an  overbuilt  system 
of    triple-scaffold    planking,     not    donhle    ^'^^  i  na  a 

standard,  to  meet  the  new  City  requirement  of  P^^J^"'^  ^ 
wider  scaffold  in  front  of  subject  property,  Respite  the 
fact    that    the    entire    front   of    the  ^^/"^^  n 

secured    steel    mesh    and    there    was    a    scaCtold  structure 

place . 

On    March    2  ,    1992    I    called    you    to   obtain    approval  to 
reopen    the    store    and    you    advised    that    another  engjne^ 
fifm  h«d  been  engaged  fey  yoyr  l^r  niouc  c<?n u. u J  na .1 . n 

on  the  matter  and  that  the  City's  structural  section  had 
also  been  requested  to  provide  an  opinion  as  t°  ^ne 
acceptability  of  our  Chin  &  Hensolt  approved  -J^affold  In 
this    conversation,    I    told    you    that    I  ^^P'''':.^,  .J' 

man    of    your    office    on    2/28/92  ,    -herein   he   said  th,t,e 
also  reviewed  the  Chin  &  Hensolt  report  of  2/24/92  and  if 
were  up  to  him  he  would  approve  of  same. 
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in  our  3/2/92  phone  talk,  you  tolO        it  l-^^l^/ J', 

„ore  days  before  ^  <3-^i  =  i°"  .  ^^'f.e^'j"?  t  plan .     I  told 

as  to  the  acceptability  o£  the  Cl'in  «  "^"^''^^  P  t  the  Chin 
you  that  1  had  another  4"?"-^'"'  co  .rt^sy  to"^  .^e  and  that 
i   Hensolt  approved   sca££old,    as   «   ""^^^^^^  the  stated 

they   too  regard   the   S"",  ^o  Ftans       I  also  told  you 

the  City  to  approve  of  our  scaffold. 

^,ain.    I    called    your    orCAc,  J/XoU'^o:^':^' 
learn  what  decision  had  been  J„  ^^...^'^^eVdays  and  yet 

be   in   until    today.      It   has  "°"  ,       |,e  a  living, 

the  tenant  still  cannot  "°P^".  ^'^^^fon  o  the  very 
despite  the  "-bitten  professional  opinion  i^.^le 
reputable  Chin  s  Hensolt  firm  .^hat  the  scat  to  ^^^tfold 
to  stop  falling  brick  and  ''f^P^te^^^^f  ^'tat^d  purpose  of 
-orptng  "fllfin^g  l-^t^ls" \y  "u% i  1  f^i ng^  triple^  scaffold 
jplanking . 

It    is    not    my    problem    that    Degenkolb    ovcrdesigned  a 
scaffold  for  ^ossii^iy',  an  ovcrbUiin,  to  the  C.ty        urt  e  , 

I   sense   that  a   punitive  approach   ^^^^^ J'^^^^^'^^^p    the  store 
what    I    regard    as    an    ^"^entional    delay    to    keep  tn 
closed,    and   possibly  even  a   reDection  of  the  Chin 
approved  scaffold. 

ironically  I  am  not  being  pen.U-^^  n-  ^ 
but   the   store    tenant   cannot    reopen   and  make  a  iivinj, 
is  unconscionable. 


I    request    immediate  approval 
approved  scaffold. 


or 


tlic    Chin    &  Hensolt 


S  incerely , 


a. 


Jack  Mason 


cc:     W.  Brown 
R.  Evans 
W.  Hinckle 
L.  Litchfield 
F.  Jordan 
N,  Reckas 


& 


city  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Doparlmonl  of  Public  Works 

Office  of  th«  Dt©ctor 


March  20,  1992 


Mr.  Jack  Mason 

350  Claremont  Blvd. 

San  Francisco,  California  94127 

John  T.  and  Mary  K.  Mason 
92  Seabury  Road 

Hillsborough,  California  9A010 


Dea«'  Mr.  Mason: 

4-;«r,          T-oviPwed  the  plans  submitted 

The  Bureau  of  Building  I"^P^^^^°"  .^^^^/.^^'^dSstr^^  along  Mission 

by  you  to  provide  temporary  protection  to  p^dest^^^^  l^^^ 

Street    in    front    of    your_  buildin^g    at    604    Mis  temporary 


P 

conditions  are  met: 


procure  a  street  space  per.it  ^^-./f.^^f  ^ecti^on 
sidewalk,  such  permits  are  issued  by 

of  the  Bureau  of  Engineering,  Dppnrtment  of  Public  Works, 
450  McAllister  Street,   Room  302,   telephone  no. 550-6060. 

Positively  attach  scaffold  planking  and  other  supporting 
members  to  the  scaffold  frame. 

secure  scaffold  frame  to  both  sidewalk  and  to  building. 

-.  •  i.  •  nnij   nirortor's   Order  Number 

comply  with  conditions   of  I3i rector  s  ^ 

157  501    regarding    "Requirements    f ^^he  Placement 
Scliiolding  on  City  Sidewalks-  (attached) 


will  be  permitted  until 
verified  by 

compl. 

this  office. 


NO  occupancy  of  any  part  of  the  b"":!^"?  "^'■^3^%^:^' 
comDliance  iith  all  of  the  above  conditions  has  been 


Due  to  the  poss; 
and  structure  o] 
temporary,  cond; 

days  from  the  date  of  this  "''^  '  ildl^q  Vhould   be   made  m 

this   teniporary   use   of  ^^^i^l  lnd  approval  n,ust  be 

rrivrdld^V't^r^o^^f^cr  b^ffr^e^^u-h^^ontinue^^  use  will 

permitted. 


^        ^  ,  San  Francisco  94102 

Room  260.  City  Hnl 

(415)  554-6920 
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Mr.  Jack  Mason 
March  20,  1992 


This    conditional    approval    and    these    ^J"^^^?^%^J^s  d'e^^e^^^^ 

revision  at  any  time  advisable    to    assure  public 

that    further    review    and    action    is  aavisaux 


safety. 


Hote  that  your  failure  to  taK.  prompt  -tion  under  E.ergen^  Order 
1158,046  (attached)  has  resulted  in  ^^^^^^^  engineering 
incurred  by  the  City  and  County  of  San  /""^^^^^      the  Emergency 

design  and  review  ^^^^^^l^l^^t  BuUding  Code  you,  al  the 

Order  provisions  of  the  San  ^^5^"?^^?°  ^^^.^t  ^  will  be  billed  for 
o^er  of  the  building  at  602-606  by  the 

all  direct  costs  and  ^^^^^^^^"^^"^^l^^^e  to  P^y  such  costs  will 
City  in  implementing  this  order.  J^^l^^^  ^  ^  (.^^  against  this 
result   in   such   costs   being   imposed   as   a   tax   ±ien  y 

property. 

This  temporary,  conditional  -PP^-^^jZ/rf'th"  bu"imnr"f -nf  the 
building   in  no  way  relieves  the  owner  of  the  J  Francisco 

responsibility  of  meeting  the  requirements    ^intenance   of  this 
Building   code   regarding  Pr°pr   repair   and   main  ^^^^^^  ^^^^ 
building.  The  Bureau  ^^.B^^lding  Inspection  is  co^^^^  p„visions. 
and  legal  action  to  gain  compliance  with  sucn  cou  v 

^    Tn=+-+-oT-c5    nlease    contact  Chief 
For    further    information    on    these  jnattGrs  please 
Building  Inspector  L.  Kornfield  at  554-8742. 

Very  truly  yours, 


Richard  J .  ^.  , 

Director  of  PubTlp^ Works 


LK 

Enclosures 

DDS-055 


^  ^  ,  CTTY  A-MD  COUNTY  OF  SM^  TVMlClSCO 

\W  -  DE^/^J'.TMENT  Or    PUBLIC  WORKS 

\  '  "     ORDER  NO.  157,501 


THIS   DOCUMEMT  IS  NOW 
OFFICIAL 


REQUIRZ:.Z.TS   FOR  THZ  PL^CEMEHT  OF  SCAFFOLDIHG  0. 
CITY  SIDEV«'ALKS. 

,  1  e:    •-he  D^^ectcr  cf  Public 

pursuant  t=  P'^^ic  Wcrl.s  <^ ^l^l^l^^^n^s  for  the 

P?;cB/*r.-.  c-  sca-fcldir.g  en  ci-.y  sidevalks. 

.     -^^•;-^cn  ^-^  a""  1  Drovisicns  cf  the 
V^l/t&^^^^  ::.5i;;eabi;        p-.rt  of  Article  15. 

T^e' eccitional  require:nents  for  pUcing  scaffolding  on  City 
s^'devalks  are  as  follows: 

..e  scaffold  fr=.e^sn.U  be^he  sMe«.l.^canop^ 

T-e  msice  pcles  f-^:.:^^^^---^:  ^ed  clearance  in  the 
their  entire  lencta  i-r  t.*e  requ--«^ 

pedestrian  access  arsa. 

'    ^  Knv-c  c-pil  v^e  e\""enced  vertically  to  the 
The  ^f--^^:S;^^^-"i^.^i-^5^•!^onal  bar  on  both  sides  of 
S'ext;;icr  ^edestrian^^crtal  of  the  scaffold  fra.e. 


2. 


IT   u«  ^ -  a  r-*-^  P'-'         the  scaffold 

crcur.d  surface  ar.a  tr.e  Cun--         a  F^. 

—  — c-i— -s'-p       rc^n  cars  si.e--.  t-e 
f  =  et  accve  ur.e  crcunc  s>.--a-e.     i'^^     ,  ,    ^.      ^-^^  e'-t'^a 
-p-aTiei    t2  rhe  ccand  surface  ana  snail  r^n  — 
.^a_a_   e_^-^-.                   ;>-,T.a  cf  bc-h  tne   msice  anc 
lenc-n  cf                             :-rie'----rian  access  ccenincs. 
cu-sice  lees  excep^  aw  .    ^- 

.      .  v.-r-viv  •r-'l— -'-v-  contrasting  material    (paint  or 

yrt.ali'br^^plied  to  bcrh  sides  of  every  pecestrian 

accsss  cpeninc. 

-  scrav  -:acx  hanc:.<=3  sr.a.l  ce   j 

 r-T  '--1  --p  -c^-^' rental  surocru 

•cr-iiarar.d  ?.o--  Int^ri.r=.  vi-.h  tr.e  pecestria.n  pat.i 


cravel 


cf 


....  . 

F.cb^z  T.  Ccckburn 
Ixecu-ive  Director^^/V 
Clean  Water  Progra 


n 


7 


Richard  J.  Eva*^ 
Director  for  Public  Works 


® 


y'u.  J  Counly  ..I  o.n  I  ..inc...o  ^^.j^.  Inspection 

cm  AND  COUHTT  OF  SAN  FnAIlCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  rUnLlC  WORKS 

ORDER  HO.       150. OAG 

EiiEKGEMCY  omH!|\j)yiLIo_scnioun  AMI)  imr.jLi  AiiLiM/^'i 

~AS~rErrSEC.  2U3  OF  Tiic  SAM  FflAiiui "^t:"  nUlLDlMG  CODE 
LOCATION:  6U2-G0G  Mlsolo"  HL.  


OWNER:   j«lm_T\_j!j1nrY  K-  Mnnon 

920  Scabury 


nllloburuufih,  CA 


that  serious  aiiJ  immeillale  hazards  ckIbI  at: 

pnnn,...  __»^-r.nr.  M.,...nn  Ht.  DU)CK,  _J707_  I.UT:_ai3_ 

constllutl...  an  ln«l..e„t  ...a  .u.,suutla.  I.a.ar,.  I,-         lUc  '-^^[^l;^^^^^ 

of  peJegtrlans  on  Mleslon  Street   ^^"^  ^-p-^—  " 

 dT^^i^^r^lo^T^ilfe  rrum  falling  .nnsonry  from  this  10  gtory  

eartlmuake  dnmap.cd  lnill<liiiR.  ^  _  — 


I    thererore.  order  lliat  the  own.r  of  U.lr.  bulhlln,,  nl.aU  vill.in  _iO_ 

Of  posting  ana  service  oC  this  Order,  abate  the  public  nuJsance  by  ».erforminE 

the  following! 


J)enlRn  and  erect  c.ip.Jnocrcd  cn.mpy  covnr  li'nJ:!L^  ^^"^^"^^  nldnwnjk, 
Xn  Iront  oE  60^  Misolon  St.  to  protect  the  public.  


Furthsr.  if  the  owner  shall  fall  to  con^ply  with  Ihir,  Order,  owner  shall  have 

o  e  ua  his  right  to  do  the  worK  as  set  forth  in  Section  "  .  ;%^,3,,, 
Duilding  Code  and  the  work  will  be  done  under  the  provisions  of  Section  2031m) 
as  the  abatement  of  a  serious  and  immediate  danr.er. 

Notice-  Any  expenditure  of  Hcpalr  and  Demolition  Funds  as  a  result  of  this 
Srier  is  Bubrect  to  becoming  a  tax  lien  against  subject,  property. 

A  rnnv  of  thls  notice  Blmll  be  posted  immediately  on  the  front  of  subject 


Code. 


llicliard  J.  Evafm  J 
mre^ur  of  public  Wrks 

'Superintendent  of  Dldg.  Inspection 


D«p,  Director  fdr  Ep^.  ,     r.r ,-,-|rrirr ''J  OfT.r. 


.-.••»  t 


DlSTOlDUTlUll!  f  I  ' I -°  1  ..,..(  ■-: : 

ru„  a)  ■                                     •i'.^MW"  .  ...... 

Contiol  ler  itMiil  , .  j  i  f  i.  '  ' 

cr.D  r-;:i:r-.i-  ' 


Arrnovri) 


March  23,  1992 


''.^lTo\  public  works 
^itrrf^^n  Francisco 

City  Hall,  ^^°V^^%4102 
San  Francisco,  Ch 


602-604  Mission^Street 
San 


subject;    ^trV^^—;,^,  c^ 


Dear  Mr.  Evans:  subject.  The 

i»fter  of  3/20/52  regarding  su  J     ^  •  ^ 
Thank  you  for  your  letter  o  J^^        ^  ,  has 

iraff.^urcorpiyiuh  the  ^^^^^^^  , 

believe   ^  ^^d  for  any  of  ^he  costs-  J^^^^^  city 

«ould         ''e^  biiiea  scaffold  Deca  g^pensive. 

suggested  .^/fh^\ork  the  costs  would-be  J^P 

"    ""i    beUeve    he    stated    that    if    ^  "'.^sts. 

Further,     I    oeiievc  charged    tor    any       ,   •   -.j-s  have 

scaffold,     I  /;°\hat   neither   I   nor  n-y  adv>.=cr^g_o,e. 

fundamental   though   is   tn  ^^suance  of  the  orae 

seen  any   legal  basis  for  ^  better  of  be 

I£  the  City  IS  ™  ,\^;„uy  -?^"L,s''the  obvious  City 
fevi^::"'  ^JenKol.  ^/^t  Ta^^ 

rsrn-y%:^r^-^7-:  ii^Tpo 

stated  otherwise.     Anyt  ^ 

oarars^,:--nd-e.i^^ing".c\a^^;j^:„,^-^^ 

metal    ^^^^    '  „^.^;ve  purpose.     Not  j-m^  enqineers  ana 

the  City  fo^  decisions.      The  ^Ft^  think, 


T.iii.rL.-  special  ^r^r.jr:J":>^isiu^^^^^^^ 

^"/"^'nVlTtt^J  were  in  'pUce  and  which'  were  previously 
and  scaffold  that  were  in  P^^l  satisfactory  to 

approved  by  my  engineers  '"'^  the  City  were  sati  \ 

^^r"^.  '7hat°rs  thrwYole  porpos/  Of  the  s'creen  and 
"^«oid'  TO  now  try  ^o  charge  „^e  for  an  exotic  scaffolding 
scaffold.     T°  "°"  based  on  a  weak,  but  self-serving, 

."itl— »t  -111.       cn,  II  »=•  .»t"""a- 

attorney  s  .  ^he   engineering    security  and 

lllirslllus  o]  t'h^tb^ec'tTroperty  p\r  current  controlling 
low. 

In   anv   event,    I   appreciate  your  etCort   in   trying   to  work 
L    rLa^ding   subject.      I   ti.ink   you   are   trying    to  be 


with  me  regarding  subject 
fair  and  reasonable. 


Please  advise. 

Sincerely 


Jack  Mason 


(3 


qiy  and  Couiily  o!  Uuii  1  luiiclaco 


NOTICE  OF  VIOLATION 


Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


F1RSTNQT1CE 
(  SECOND  NOTICE 

OTHER 


''r:f'''ot\iw  San  Francisco  Municipal  Codw  noflarrJIna  .  . 

_  SubstalSar.1  or  Noncomptylng  Stmcturo  or  Land  or  Occupancy  Thoreof 


V r  ^,     >  ,  --ir         r>r ; NOTICE  nATF    March  2h,  1992 

;.  :  •V%;'-"/'^r'V^^^^^  ■  •  Block/  lot:  3707/013 


THE  FOLLOWING  CORRECTIVE  ACTION  IS  REQUIRED: 

\    File  application  for  building  permit  to  repair  or  de.ollBh  this  building. 
Tan   the  ti.e  and  place  of  the  .rrative  nenriuR. 


□  STOP  ALL  WORK 


 '  .  .  .  L.  -  J n..Mti  of  nuildiiia  Inspection  to 


INVESTIGATION  FEE  OR 
OTHER  FEE  WILL  APPLY 

APPROX-DATEOF 
WORK  W/0  PERMIT 


A2x  Fee  {Work  Exceeding  Scope  o»  Perrnrt  qi 
worVw/o  permit  from  9/1/60  to  1/1/67) 

No  Perwtty  (Work  w/o  pemiil  prior  to  9/1/90) 


 '-'^  ~~  ...      1  1-1.14^.  urin  TMtlHn  abBlCT 


the  Department  of 
■  costs  Incurred  In  the 


not  ctynpletri  OTfronj  ^  t^,  R^«nie  and  T>x«tl«i  r 


TrmchlM  Tax  I 


I  Code.' 


FDR  njnntR  imform ation  contact  uepccroff      t1tb  Wlilpplft 


L  L  UtchnoW.  P.E 

Suporintendont 

Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


(ln8p»cBr  —  Print  Namt) 


rat  □ 

□ 

□ 
□ 


Buildn^  InspecHon  DM«lon 
Room  201.  450  McADitterSt. 

Houski^  inspecfcn  DMiion 
Room  302. 450  McAniiter  SL 

Electrical  Innpectten  DMsten 
Room  103. 450  McABittar  SL 

PluniNr>g  Inspedton  DMston 
Room  103. 450  McAnister  SL 

Code  Enforcement  Plvisloo 
Room  260. 1390  Market  SL 


558-622 


558-60: 


558-60? 


554-87. 


'J 


NOTICE  OF  VIOLATION 


Duroau  of  Dulldliig  Inspocllon 


'UST  NOTICE 
ECOND  NOTICE 
ITHER 


of  tho  San  Francisco  Municipal  Codes  neflortJlng  Unsafe 
Substandard  or  Noncomplylno  Slructura  or  Land  or  Occupancy  Thereof 

NOTICE  DATE_ 


(CIRCLE  ONE) 
ADDRESS   PC->-Pn<  r^TSS'nfi 


^X)LAT10N  DESCRIPTION:  This  hniidinr-       i^n.^.-^r>  cn^^  to  '■\^^  ':nlln\ 


f  "BC-eiiMng  Code      PC-Plumbing  Code 
"R^^Houiino  Code      MC-M©di»nlcal  Coda 
EC-Electrical  Code 


^•:^H.nn:^;ho^;hP.DublicJue  to  potential  f alling^sonry  onto 


:-he  fire  hazard  due  to  the  lack  of  operating  iire  safety  systems . 
.in^g^quage  egress  due  to  partial  demolition  ol  :Lntericr 


.:^ei;p,;,:^o,,t.e,c,cugagts^a,d._,th.  public  due  to  tae  ^ilection 


■•■"^\'":nskel'.'condition  auell;9^f ailyre^to  rapiaco  taniporary  earth- 

'-•iH::-  riSairs  wttfi  perir.anent  repairs.   

'■apica^icn  of  interior  and  exterior  eienier.^rs.   


^  r.COOE/SECTTONf 


SF5C  2G3(r.: 


SFBC  :03  (  i) 


SFBC  20  3 


SrHC  203 (g) 


FHE  FOLLOWING  CORRECTIVE  ACTION  IS  REQUIRED: 


□  STOP  ALL  WORK 


HYESTIGATION  FEE  OR 
DTHER  FEE  WILL  APPLY 

SiPPTlOX.  DATE  CF 

WORK  W/0  PEHMIT  


/\  9x  Foe  (Week  w/o  Pwmit  aftnr  1/1/1967) 
A  Bein»p©ction  F«« 
rn  other  


A  2x  Fee  (Wotk  Excwdng  Scope  o(  Permit  Qi 
wofit  w/o  permit  from  3/1/50  to  1/1/57) 

[xIno  Perwity  (Work  w/o  permit  prksr  to  9/1/90) 


^  in  Ih.  3o«ni  of  PtrmiB  Ai.i.oa  15  d.v.  ol  ictJI  »3Ioi»  .  Boon'  Ulr  lim,  a^^-t/^i-.  ^    ^   „  ^~ 

 .   ■    *   T.  .         _  »T1      -tJI  t-  .  _  .  ■JI.N^  t»«  1 


codt  grUoTQgneni  process  iiwi>  ui»  ^~i~^'>s  n«  ^         • '   ■ — ■    .       ,        ,    .  t  frr^m 

St.. p«^*l li^oomi U,       b«nk andcorpor-t^  ^JT^^^^^S ^l6)Tc^t£^from  £.^^  notia.  notiflcidan  wlU b.  •-.t to  th. 

not  completed  or  tning  diUgenUy.  «g>fdltioi»l]r  mnd  contlnuoualy  FrcMcuted  ^ifS^i.b}  mornns  trooi   

r^SS^  TM  Board  J  pro^icled  tn  j^Son  172iM(c)  o<  th«  Rrvwru*  ml  Tmx«tton  Cod«.   _  


f  OR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT  IMSPECTOR 

L  L  UtchfleW.  P.E 
Superintendent 
Bureau  o(  Building  Inspection 


Inspedoj-  Signatura 


at  n     Building  lnsp«>ctioo  DMrioo 
Room  201 . 450  McAlIiiW  SL 

I — I     Housing  Inspoctten  Division 
Room  302. 450  McAnitter  SL 

□    ElfKtilml  InspoctJon  DMilon 
Room  103.  450  McAllitter  SL 

O     Plumbing  Inspectkin  Dlvitbn 
Room  103,450McAnistBrSL 

( — I     Code  Enforc«mwit  DIvHsJon 
Room  260. 1390  Mar1<etSL 


558-G095 
558-6220 
558  6O30 
658-6054 
554-8742 


dnd  County  of  Son  Pranclsco 


Uopnilnionl  ol  Tubllu  Woiks 
Bureau  o(  Building  Inspecllon 


NOTICE  OF  VIOLATION 


of  Iho  San  Francisco  Municipal  Codos  negardlng  Unsafe 
Substandard  or  Noncomplylno  Slmcture  or  Und  or  Occupancy  Theroof 


•IRST  NOTICE 
SECOND  NOTICE 
bTHER 


NOTICE  DATE__^^,t,  ;3,;99> 


(^BC^Biildng  Codfl  PC-Ptumblng  Code 

Rt^Mouslng  Cod©  MC-M«chanical  Coda 
i                                                                                                                                 EC-EI«ctrV::rf  Coda 

flOLATION  DESCRIPTION:  TM^  building  is  un.nto  J...  tc  tl.n  folWng:  CODE/SECTION, 


Inadequate  maintenance^ 
Abandonnent 


This  building  is  declared  to  be  a  public  nulsnnce  due  to  vlolationB  1-10 
above , 


THE  FOLLOWING  CORRECTIVE  ACTION  IS  REQUIRED: 


□  STOP  ALL  WORK 


See  ra^e  omc  of  this  Notice 


INVESTIGATION  FEE  OR 
OTHER  FEE  WILL  APPLY 

APPHOX.  DATE  OF 

WORK  W/0  PERMIT  


/\  gx  F©«  (WaK  w/o  Pennit  after  1/1/1967) 
f\  Reti5p«cllon  F«« 
n  Other  


^  2x  F©9  (WorV  E?ce*K5nQSco 
work  w/o  permit  from  ' 


,  of  PermrtCI 

WOrX  w/o  pwilim  II um  a>1/E0  tD  1/1/57) 

f^o  Perwity  (Work  w/o  permit  prior  to  9/1/90) 


i«  D*p*itm*nt  of 


I  may 


eo«t9  IncujTRl  in  iht 


code  enforcgnent  ptocgsa  trom      powanK oi      lujt  ,  _ — .  

WAJU^Gl  Anyon. who Incom. (mm ^--J^S^fS-JlJ^Jr SrSit'Sl'S-.^^ril^^ ^^^^i, 

FrinSSi  T«  Board  J  pro^decl  In  ^on  17264<c)  of  th€  Rev«iu«  and  T^tlon  Code 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORUATWH  COMTACT IKSPECTOR  .Tim  Wh^ppT*' 


L  L  UtchneW.  P.E 

Suparintondent 

Bureau  of  Building  Inspoctbn 

BVW....  .III.' 


(In$p«cw  —  Prtnl  fUmt) 


loosas(iaM) 


Inspector  Signature 


I — I     Buildng  Inspection  Division 

Room  201 . 450  McAnister  SL  S58-&0?E 

\ — 1    Housing  Inspection  Division 

Room  302,  450  McAlllstsf  SL    ■  558  622C 

□  Eloctlcnl  Inspoctkin  DMilon 
Room  103.  450  McAJli»t»r  SL  658-603C 

□  PlumtjJng  Insp«c<ion  DMsten 
Room  103.450  McAnister  SL  558-60S- 

1 — I    Codo  Enforcement  Division 

Room  2G0.  1390  MarVot  SL  554-8742 


March  2G,  1992 


R.  J.  Evans 

Director  of  Public  Works 
City  of  San  Francisco 
City  Hall,   Room  260 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Subject:     602-604  Mission  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA 


Dear  Mr.  Evans: 

I  recently  wrote  you,  copy  encloset],  in  response  to  your 
letter  of  3/20/92.  In  my  letter  I  asked  for  a  list  of 
violations  on  subject  that  was  mentioned  in  your 
correspondence.  In  apparent  cross-mailing,  I  just  received 
a  Notice  of  Violation  dated  3/18/92,  wherein  your  inspector, 
J.  Whipple,  has  listed  eight  violations,  which  I  hereby 
respond  to  as  follows: 

1.  This  non-issue  has  alrendy  boen  acUlressed  ad 
nauseum.  My  engineers  and  City  engineers  have 
already  stated  on  record  that  the  north  and  south 
elevations  are  secured  and  not  ijnsaCe  and  have 
been  so  for  some  time.  Roncj  the  reports.  .  At 
least  read  the  Dagenkolb  report  oC  10/15/91,  that 
was  requested  by  the  City. 

2.  Same  response  as  number  one  above. 

3.  More  harassment.  Did  anyone  at  your  Code 
Enforcement  Division  read  the  engineering  reports 
regarding  subject,  specifically  the  Dagenkolb 
reports  and  the  Chin  &  Hensolt  report  oE  2/24/92? 

4.  To  settle  this  point,  the  Fire  Department  should 
do  an  inspection  of  subject.  The  fire  pump  in 
the  building  is  checked  and  it  is  always 
operational . 

5.  Virtually  all  debris  has  been  removed  from  the 
subject.  As  we  understand  tlie  relevant  section, 
there  is  adequate  egress. 

6.  More  harassment.  The  outer  lobby  and  front  of 
the  n-ite  is  regularly  cleaned  three  times  weekly. 


3^. 


condition..,    .  .inQafe  condition 

.  established  by  professionals,  an  unsafe  conaici 

does  not  exist. 

A,     we      interpret      the      relevant     section  as 
8.         As      ^®      xnuei-fi-c  niven     thn  secured 

applicable    to    subject,     and    given  ^ 
status  of  subject,   this  is  a  non-issue. 

Civen  that  the  Code  Enforcement  Secti  lon9  ag^^  ^,^^0^:' 
to  "throw  the  book  at  me",  my  ^f^isers  ^le^^ 
of  Violation  -  -^%^/™^"%oing\o  ge?  L";  he  said  as 
to  me   long  ago  that  he  ^  '  • '^"''"^    Mr     Whipple  called  me 

..ch  to         architect,     on  W^^^^^^^^^  ,,,,  , 

rhrt'he'U^d'maKe'sure^I    would    have    trouble  regarding 
subject  "...every  step  of  the  way. 

I   realize  yo.  have  other  duties   to  aa^-s     bot  I  ^-g.est 

before  this  harassment  gets  to  the  ^""^^^^^^^^^^  relate 

you  send  the  N°tice  of  Violation,   copy  ^  „ 

the      ^P-=i£i<=  IV  ,e,°^r      We   submit  this  notice  of 

engineering  "P°"^"  °^  „  """"'i^^,  ^  even  though  he  obviously 
3/18/92  was  ^^^^        the  CUv ' s  and  my  own  engineering 

had  complete  knowledge  of  the  ^^ty  ^  '-ina  ,  y  ^^^sulting 

reports.  As  just  one  ^''^"P^^'  /^O '  ./gi  to  the  pertinent 
engineer,  in  the  opinion  of  my  sLgctural 

violations   -  consultant    report    of  10/15/91 

engineer,     the    City  s    °""  created  by  Whipple  in 

effectively   addresses   the   wall  issue 
his  notice  of  3/18/92. 

If  the  code  Enforcement  Section  insists  o"  the  harassment, 
rosecu^/o;%ore5  a^n^d  pIss^bTy^  e^pos""^^  t^  damageV 

record . 

with  another  agenda. 
Please  advise. 

Sincerely , 

Jack  Mason 


/I 


I, 


^^J^  Ujl  Ui>-    cibv^.  vcWWi^ 


city  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Doparlmonl  of  Public  Works 

Office  of  the  Director 


May  22,  1992 


Mr.  Jack  Mason 

350  Claremont  Blvd. 

San  Francisco,  California  94010 


John  T.   and  Mary  K.  Mason 
920  Seabury  Road 
Hillsborough,  California  94010 


604  Mission  Street 
Earthquake  Damage 


Dear  Mr.  Mason: 


This  letter  is  in  response  to  you^:  Xetter^^  .^."tSn^undf^ry^finst 
23  and  March  the"const>^  of  a  temporary 

^c^^opy'"a\^'n^"\hrHi's';iof  Itreet  side  of  this  building.  ; 

A  reinspection  of  y°-  P-P-^.^*^  B^eaf  ff 'BuiS'lnTpectLn', 
1992  by  inspector  J.  "hiPPl^  °/  the  Bureau  ^        ^o  complete 

code  Enforcement  Division  ^^e  s^^^  in  front  of  604 

the  installation  of  «,'=^"°Py  "^^""^  Kigali,  of  your  office,  was 
Mission  Street  was  not  co^P^^t^'  """^  ^^X^  of  the  specific  items 
advised  by  Inspector  "hipple  °n  «ayj.l'  ^^'^^  "^h      P^^  ^^^^^^ 

requiring  completion  ^"^^^^^^.^^  P^P^tape  on  tf,,  scaffolding,  and 
th.  building,  provision  of  "fiective^  acaffold  bracKets. 

proper  attachment  o£  structural  Bembersj:o  ^g^j 

Lkp^^-en^c^^^ 

rompYeTJd^anla  rn^^tcte^d^r^e  Turfa^of  Sing  Inspection. 
The  canopy  construction  wor.  at  604  H^ssi^^n  St^^^^ 
^dfr  fe^gSfr^dVor tVe^  «n^^^^^ 

^r^trd  °t^  fn!t°i^re'^;c^?irto"IeSrn  ^nS^rect  tL  canopy.  That 


^.    ^,  ,  San  Frafx:isco  94102 

  Room  260.  City  He! 

(415)  554-6920 


becoming  a  tax  lien  against  the  property. 

Following  your  failure  to  -mply  with  the  ^^^--^^'l  substantia? 

tinely  manner,  the  Department  °'  "°5^i„n  !„  preparation  for 

costs  for  engineering  review  and  canopy  design  in  P    P^^^  ^^^^ 

construction  work  to  be  ""f-^taken  on  an  ^^^rg      y  j^^^^^.^p 
■Department.     Further    <=°fts    have    been    in         ^^^^^^^  ^.^^  the 
engineering  review  and  ^''fJ'''^^°^^J,i^g2.   When  work  on  this 
caLpy   construction  A."  J^^^^^'by  the  Department  of  Public 

canopy  is  =°™Pl«ted,  whether  by  you  or  Dy  ^y  the  Bureau 

works,  you  will  "J^i^^^i'iiie'^itv  agencies.  Failure^o  pay  that 
ll^T'^tt"'  lit  °U:n  '^p^^eldmgs    as   detailed    in  San 

Francisco  Building  Code  Section  203. 

r^-r-f-.r'oor^ina  with  abatement 
The  Bureau  of  Building  I"4P-=\^°",o4  Hilsion  Street  for  unsafe 
action  against  the  P7°P"„ty, ,  of  violation  dated  March  18  and 
conditions  as  detailed  °".  Notices  of  Vioiati  Francisco 

March  24,   1992.  This  action  is  "^^^^^^^^^^J^^^and   repair   of  this 
Building   code  «ith   respect   to   maintenance  ^^^^^^^ 
building,   understandably,   the  complexities  substantial 
earthquake  damage  repair  of  thi-  l-rg%buil^^^  g^^^q^^^^ 

time  to  address.  It  is  now,  h°"fj'"'        undertaken  no  repair  work 

the  Loma  Prieta  earthquake  and  y°"^ave  undertaken  t-^ 

other  than  temporary  emergency  stabilization  an ^  ^^^^ 

The  chain-link  fencing  ""^fP^"?  the  facade  of  t  designed 

-rin''s\^Aed-^s-a-s\\?^-re™^h'^^^^^^^^^^ 

This  building  may  not  continue  to  be  maintained  ^n  its^ -//^^ 
unsafe  condition.  Repair  or  .d^^^^^-^^*^^""  ,  ^^^ortly  be  notified  of 
protect  the  safety  of  the  public  J°"^ "^^^^^/q^/dYng  this  property, 
the  time  and  date  for  a  Director's  "^"^"^  "^^J^lty  to  present  your 

this  property. 


® 


we  are  looking  forward  to  your  cooperation  in  completing  the^proper 
installation  of  the  canopy  at  ^O""^";"" /"building.  For  further 

t"  Kornfield,  Chief  Building  Inspector,  at  554  8742. 


Very  truly  yours, 


/       jjDhn  E.  Cribbs 
yO-'-Director  of  Public  Works 


May  25,  1992 


J.E.  Cribbs 

Director 

Public  Works 

City  of  San  Francisco 

City  Hall/  Room  260 

San.  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Subject:     604  Mission 

Dear  Mr.  Cribbs: 


ThanK  you  for  your  letter  of  5/22/92  regarding  subject. 
YOU  raised  several  points  therein  that  need  ro 

Regarding    the    matter  the^C"^,,ecl^"he"s=aS 
scaffolding     ^he  contractor  retained  to  erect ^^^^^ 

will  testify  that  Mr  Whipple  appointments 
reopening  of  ^^e  store  througn  g^^^bie   expansion  of 

with  Access   at   the   site   and   his  scaffold  as   per  the 

the   written  "  ^^/.Jf  has   advised  me   that  it  has 

City's   order    1157,501.      '^c""     arbitrary     and  capricious 
not     been     subjected     to   /uch     "bitrary  h 
treatment  by  any  other  City        Pf'^to':  at  any 
erection  sites  throughout  the  citj-    J  «m  advxsea 
including     my     architect,      R.  "\  „^     Whipple  is 

respected,    and   in   your  °""  ^epartment,   that  "'^^PP^^, 
considered    to  unreason  ble^.      Be   assured^^  „ot  only  from 

this  matter  is  litigated,    I         ^„/^^„,,i  ^pi^    personally,  if 
the    City,    but    certainly    from    Mr.    Whipple  p 
permissable  by  the  courts. 

to    the    -tter    of    costs    for    t,  ,  l^„ill 

contend   that  "^^S.  ^Ill    be    found    by  the 

unwarranted.       The    facts,    1    '^"j"^'  .   suggest  you  have 

courts    to   be   ^""^^""tly   compelling.      I   sugg  y 

the  code  5?f°-!.™\"%^?i^,p°/na«n'.%  ?n/ ««r«h/..  It  will 
tSYlew  prevlsus  City  corresponunr'.  prior  front 

be   conclusively   shown,    among  pth^.^P^;",^ 'there  has  been  no 
canopy  was  city-approved,  and  ^"^ther  tnar  Whipple 
change  in  building  status   from  that  Yi^s'^s  oA 
complaint-driven    i""^""  "^.^^J.^^^'^ent 

consider    asking    your    Code    Enforcement    "  ^^^^  r 

motivation  to  seek  the  issuance  °^  .  "i^^f scaffold. 

Department  had  already  ^PP."''^^,        P"3"°rgoro"S  mission  to 
I   submit   that   the  City  will   find   it  a  rigoro 
substantiate  the  order' issuance. 


of  158,046  «PP"P"^"^^'  "l-nstf  desiqn  or  otherwise,  if  I 
that   I   would   «"=tain   no  costs,   design  j  <,„„„seled 

:h:t"/n \^^::^'::'^ypTkr    °" '  """^ 

property  is  basis  for  slander  of  title. 

Por     some     reason     you  ^^ctu^"' roints'l 

presently  ignore  the  ™«t"r-of-£aot  record  i^^^     J^^  p_ 
raised    in    my    letter    of    3/  26/92    to    your  P 
Evans.      My   correspondence   «^P°"^^,  ^°  the  Notices  of 

called   violation  f  ^PPl/  3/I4/92       As  you  state  in  the 

Violation,    ^^"d   3/18/92  and  3/,  ^  5/22/92,   the  proper 

last   paragraph  of  your  ^^^^^^  public  safety.     No  City- 

issue  regarding  subject  ^^^^hat  of  puoi  ^^^^^ 
retained    engineering    report      -eluding^  ^^^^^^  ^ 

^?^rerou;ion"altfon'is  required  -  protect  3a  ety^of^^^ 

^rcur^ed"a^=d   of°  no'^^ch  "ttrea^.'    VTea^e^/e^vilw  my  engineers 
reports  as  well. 

you    stated    i" .  your    letter   of  V^^^^^^^ 
undertaken  any  repair  work      ^irtually  all  a 

engineering  work  for  a  "^/.^.^.^^'^^^^i/^'^'he  subject  has  been 
at  my  expense  of  about  560,000       '^1^°  J  3t,out 

cleared  of  virtually  all  building  debris,  save  ^ 
seven    bags    of    plaster  ^^^^         ^"^  J/.f^^^ion  permit, 

submittal  to  the  City  last  ^^^'^^^"^^''"^  "^sting  additional 
My  architect  received  a  "  =  P°"7^^,';^^^""\n£^ormation  on 
engineering  calculations  and  f^Jther  1 
disability  modifications.  J^^^J^^^^^^H^  loan  in  the 
difficulty  of  °bta^n^"g^  ""^""s'o^OOO  to  effect  the 
^-rm^rw^rkTnd-re^^ert^r  ^f^V^din^  have  been 

status  at  significantly  lower  cost. 

Xf    I   a.  unable  to  obtain  any  gover^^^^^^^ 
the  104f  retrofit  of.  subject     I  :^Us   to  start 

obtain   other   financing    m   l^^s   than  twe  ^ith  the 

^ho    oro-iect.        Financing    may    occur  sooner, 
current  market  it  will  not  be  in  six  months. 

rather    than   arguing    this   lessor   point,  overall, 


3. 


oFfPct  a  settlement  but 
I  remain  willing  to  try  ^^^^J^^H''^^,^,  Further,  I 
apparently,    there    is    no   interest   at  ^.P-w. 

remain  willing  to  ^--'^^^^^"^^^  ^^^f^^^^^a^^^^^^^^^ 
the  future  status  of  subject,   f°        J°       arque   the  matter 
significant  outlay  of  Experienced    and  successful- 

before    the    courts  never    bee^a   defendant   in  any 

to-date   Pl^^"*^^f^'/V  ''^^^.r^^tate  litigation,   if   I  have 


vigorously  do  so 

Please  advise. 


Sincerely, 


du  

Jack  Mason 


J; 


r'r^n^acrt   person  and  architect's/ 
Phona   numbar  or   contact,  v 

•ngineer'fi  nailing  addrass. 


1.   Oiihcr: 


or  your  «g«nt.    5V„*^n^inllr'fi/architect'«  letter.  Mall 

should  be  in=l"t°«cl«lm"t?on  to  e\  Expense 
liis  request  for  reclassifi^^^^  ^ 

Hlll^r  SeUve^in1:»=n  to  X390  KarXet  St(Tox  Plaza 
Building)  Room  260. 

3^^iTr^§mTorp'.'./'^a^  y  "'or  cooperation  in  thl.  matter. 


Very  truly  yours, 


L.L.  Litchfield,  P.E. 
Super intandent 

Bureau  ci.  Building  Inspecticn 


Kcmfield 
g  Inspector 


By :  Laur 
c5iief  Bu 
Cede  En 


carient  Division 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


DATE 


Dear  Property  Owner: 


Department  of  Public  Work 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspectio 

LOCATED  AT^ 
block:  3n0l  L0T^3 


T^is  cfrica  received  toe  ^T^^  ^fT-yr: 


f ollcvir.g  action  has  been/must  be  taken. 


1. 


2. 


The  above  mentioned  property  ha 
of  "earthquaJca  damace  classiii 


of  "eaif^h5^Ii3^dkmace  classifications"  for  explanation. 

action  from  you  is  required  by  this  office  a. 
^?ii^e:  PleaJl  note  however  that  perniits  are  required 
fcr  following  wcrk:   • 


3. 


Revest  your  engineer  or  architect  to  submit  additicnal 
inf^^ation  as  noted  below.  .  ^^-f  ^  .  ^^^^ 
inforriation  to  the  address  listed  in  U  below. 

Detailed  evaluation  of  earthquake  damage  to  the 
building. 

Safety  of  entire  str-acture  fcr  cccupancy. 


a. 


b. 


safety  of  possible  earthquake  damaged  elements  cr 
areas,  specifically;.  .  


d. 
e . 
f . 

g- 


Effect  upon  neighboring   property  at 


scope  of  wcrk  required  to  reclassify  the  property. 
  Recoimiiendations  for  repair  vcrk. 

Cateaor/  of  reccmmended  reclassification  based  on 

—  ^a^?^^aka    damage    classification"     as  attached 
(unsafe,  secured,  limited  entry,  inspected). 

Verification    by    your    architect    or    ^ngiJ^eer  of 

—  compliance  with  City  Ordinance  AlS-89.  A  copy  of  the 
ordinance  is  enclosed. 

^        Architect' s/engineer» 3  wet  signature  and  vet  stamp 


1415)  558- 


450  McAIlirtar  Stnwt 


S«n  Francijco  34102- 


® 


:ity  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Bureau  of  Building  Inspection 


SUMMARY  OF  EARTHQUAKE  DAMAGED  BUILDINGS  CIASSIFICATIOK 


"INSPECTED"  (GREEN)  No  restriction  on  use  or  occupancy. 

-LIMITED  ENTR.-   (YEX^W)  Specie  J^^r^^^Tb^  -"^^^e f  ^ 

:n,rn%^%^%^."a"tltr=t!^=°FT^.ttt  ll/tl 
required  per  Sec. 301  (a)  S.F.B.Co 


"UNSAFE"  (RED) 


"SECURED"    (RED  SECURED) 


"DEMOLISHED" 


DO  not  enter  or  occupy.  Building  is  in 
state  making  it  a  life-safety  hazard  Such 
building  require  repair  temporary  shoring 
or  other  action  to  reduce  the  level  of 
hazard. 

Building    does    not    create    a    hazard  to 
adjoining  structures  or  to  any  street  or 
public  way,    including  sidewalk,   but  is 
unsafe  for  occupancy  or  use.     A  building 
may  be   classified   "Secured"   based  upon 
conditions  at  the  tinie  of  i^^pection  cr 
when  work  under  building  per^iit  has  been 
completed  to   shore  up,    brace,  partially 
demolish  or  otherwise  secure  the  building. 
This     work    shall     be     done     under  the 
direction  of  a  California  licensed  Civil 
or  Structural   Engineer.      The  "Secured" 
classification  is  granted  when  a  properly 
preoared    special    inspection    report  or 
other  verification  of  proper  completion 

of  work  is  received  and  approved  by  Bureau 
of  Building  Inspection  (BBI) . 

Building  demolished  under  Director's  order 
or  permit. 


(415)558.  450McAni,..rS,r.,.  S,n  F™  94102 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


)|1CE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

'PPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTTCE  OF  Aft-B/FTB  HEARING 


pellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
Amelia  P.  Grepo   


Date:  November  4,  1992 
Nature  of  Appeal: 


476  Fair  Oaks  St 


San  Francisco,  CA  94110 


\      I     Director's  Ordar 
X"|      Franchise  Tax  Board  Noci; 


I      j      Superintendent's  Complaii 
Waived  Hearing 


□ 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  473-475  Fair  Oaks  St, 

BLOCK    6533   L0T__024  

APPEAL  NO.  3311  S-NC-DEQ  M  

TN5PECT0R     Derrill  Langer  

ear  Appellant: 

■his  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
Sept    8,  1992  .  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on  November  25,  1992 


n  Room  282.  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 
If  furrher  ln£onn.clon  is  d«ired.  pUase  Inquire        Che  '^""em.nt  Division  of  the 
.eoarcLnt  of  Public  Works.  Room  301.  A50  McAllister  f /^^^^^J,"/,  "^^/.i^. 
locutnencs  and  Information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
■tc.     Failure  Co  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial, 
(ou  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any.  and  to  have  with 
^•ou  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours. 


Peter  Burns,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant. 


PCD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 
(A15)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street.  Room  301,  S.n  Francisco.  CA  9A102 


^  ArPFAL  FILING 
file  appeal  willi 
3rent  Appeals  Guaiii  (AAD) 

APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALH  BOARD 

Fli!|l!^tF-^t'''5^  60     °^  ^^^^  ^^^^  COUNTY  OF'  HAN  PRANCISCO 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


 Amelia  P.  Grepo   Appeal  Number_ 

Appel lant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,   par  Lilian  t  to  Sac  t  ion  203   (i)   of  thr^  Building  Code,   Part  II, 
Chapter    I,   of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal   Code,    and  makes  tJie 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith! 


(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at    '^73-^75  Fair  Daks  Street 

 San  Francisco.     They  contain 

Three  (3)       dwelling  units  and  grooming  units. 

(2)  estate  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  tin?  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed   from,   togetlter  witli  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 

I  am  appealing  the  substandard  condition  oF  my  property  located  at 
(i73  _  f475  Fair  Daks  St.,  as  Found  by  the  San  Francisco  Dept.  oF 
Public  liJorks,  Bureau  oF  Building  Inspection,     The  date  oF  the  ins- 
pection uas  on  April  18,  199D, 


(3)  (fetate  the  relief  you  hee<i  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 
ajjpealed  action  should  he  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) 

I  have  not  rented  out  any  oF  the  units  since  the  date  oF  the  inspection. 
This  situation  has  put  me  in  Financial  diFFiculty  as  I  have  to  continue 
my  mortgage  payments  with  no  income  From  the  property  to  oFFset  the  eapense 
Any  relieF  your  department  can  oFFer  me  is  uelcomed.     I  Fully  interid  to 
comply  uith  your  department's  requirementB .     Houever,  I  also  need  to  come 
up  with  the  Funds  to  support  the  corrections  needed  in  order  to  comply. 
Your  understanding,  discretion,  and  Gooperation  is  appreciated. 

(Attach  an  additional  sheet   if  necessary) 

(4)  The  undersigned   is  the  owner /agent,    (state       ^^^rjjj^pg^^  ^^^^ 
premises  described  in  Par agrapli   (2)  above  \^neir  ^ 

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  is! 

U76  Fair  Daks  St,  San  Francisco,  CaliFornia  9^110  

TelPplinne  Number  ;  J^5)^'285'^866  


pateda  September  3        '      ,19  92_, 
Signature  of  Appellant  1^. 


T 


Pile  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260 
Fox  Plaza  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone  Numiaeri    (415)  554-0742. 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


■Kl  OF  THE  SKUETARY 

KPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


jellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Marshall  Mok  Nursery  Inc. 

7798  Festival  Dr. 

Cupertino,  CA  95014  


Dace:  November  A,  1992 
Nature  of  Appeal: 


□ 


Director's  Order 

Franchise  Tax  Board  Nocici 

Superintendent's  Complain; 
Waived  Hearing 


J  Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS    832-836  Vallejo  St. 

BLOCK      0129   LOT  Oil 

APPEAL  NO.     3312         S-NC-DEQ  DC 


INSPECTOR     Derrlll  Langer  

xir  Appellant: 

"iLs  is  CO  serve  notice  chat  your  appeal,  filed  vith  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

Sent.  8.  1992.  vill  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on  November  25,  1992 
"  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

.  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
)oartmenC  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
Icumencs  and  information  chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
'.z.     Failure  Co  be  represenced  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

.'a  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  wich  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
•u  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant^^^ 

cc:    Arnold  Chin 

Chin  &  Hitchcock 

1732  Fillmore  St.,    San  Francisco,  CA  94115 
:D  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

il5)   558-6168         A50  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,   Sun  Francisco,  CA  9^102 


® 


PPEALTILING  •  ^        ;  -        v  ^ 

lie  appeal,  willr-^'''^2a.:i       -'^^^  .    .  . 

et  Appeals  Board  (AAB)       ;  ;      ■  '  :  S 

^arketJSL.  Suitn  250      appeal  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALB  BOARD  "  ^  t 

fancisco.  GAJ;4i02       •  ,  -  ,  -  v 

^o^?;^r^l"^'''^         OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  BAN  PRANCISCO  ■ 
■IG  FEF:  $    54.60  > 


/tg        ;  FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Marchal  Mok  Nursery  Inc.  ^pp^^^  ^^^ber  pC^ 

Appellant 


Thel undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
-BoTrdr  pur^uant^to  Sectio^^^^^^       <i)  of  the  Building  Xorte,  Part 
Chapter  I,  of  the  Ban  Francisco  Municipal  Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith:   

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at832-836  Valle.io  Street  ., 
  San  Francisco.     They  contain 

'I'hree  (3)    dwelling  units  and  rooming  units- 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature^ 
of  the  action  appealed  from,  together  with  any  material 
relating  thereto)  ■  •[ 

I  have  received  information  from  City  Planning  that  I  can  ontain 
■         a  waiver  if  I  am  able  to  lease  for  a  period  of  at  least  three  (3)  ; 

for  the  dwelling  unit  which  has  been  found  to  be  'illegal 


=  n  t.hft  iini  t nan  be  leeallzed.     1  am  sxiiJt  xrymg  xo  x 

s  currently 

^before  the  board  of  supervisors. 


O^'^'/^toen  the  unit^can  be  legalized  ^     I  am  stilt  trying  to  find  a  space 
'  "and'  I^^ 'b  legalization  of  "illegal "units  is 


(3)   (fetate  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  why  you  c^^J"*^*^^  : 
-^afspealed  action  should  be  modified  or  rfiversed-by  this  board!-. 


The' Appeals  Board  should  grant  me  additional  time  to  find  a 
:  lease' parking  space ;  there  is  an  extreme  shortage  of  affordable 

housing  in  Chinatown  and  there  is  a  real  distinct  possibility 
^ of  passage  of  a  legalization  ordinance,  by  the' Board  of  Supervisors. 


(Attach  an  additional  shept  if  necessary) 


Vwtlhe  undersigned  is  the  owner /agent,   ^f^^^^  ^^^^^l^^^^J/^^^^^ 
i^  :  ;    premises  described  In  Paragraph  (2)  above  attorney/ a^ent,. 

vic5)>ThB  of ficial  address  of. the  undersigned  isi 

'■i  ^^i^^yti^^l^  Offices  of  Chin  and  Hitchcock   _ 

t , J ''fk. k—-T7"3^' Fillmore  I^^-treei,  San  Franc i s c o,  CA  9^115   / 

y^HlIt— — r-- —  (i^i'jf  i'AA  (41^)  93i-^i?^3  .  ' 

/^■^IgTgle^   "  ~~ —   ■ 

Ifpat ed rSeptemeTjr^Sr'  '  '  7x 


I V  '.'../','',  '■  '      ■■' "  ■  '•    •  • 

Bignature  of  Oppellant_  


?me  Appeal  With  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AHB),     ^^^^  ^60 
^  Fox  Plaza  Bldg.   1390  Market  Street,     San  Francisco,  CA  91102 
Telephone  Number i   (415)  554-8742. 


V7. 


CITY  AND  COUNTT  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


I  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

CERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


llanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address:  Date:      November  A,  1992 

„    „  Nature  of  Appeal: 

Winston  F.  Wong 


309  Dellbrook  Avenue 


\      I      Director's  Order 


San  Francisco,  CA      94131  \  X  |      Franchise  Tax  Beard  Notice; 

I      I      Superintendent's  Complain! 
Waived  Hearing 

I      I  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS    2536-AO  California  St 

BLOCK      0634   LOT  008 

APPEAL  NO.  3313          S-NC-DEQ  DC 
INSPECTOR     Derrlll  Langer  

r  Appellant: 

s  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
Sept.  8.  1992.  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on  November  25,  1992 


Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  th.i 
)artmenc  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
i:uments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits. 
Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

ji  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
1  counsel  of  your  choice. 


Very  truly  yours. 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant, 
to  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

«15)   558-6168         450  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


rPEAL  FILING 

11?  «'«^'7jal  Willi  .  .  •> 

et'i-^r^icals  Guard  (AAB) 

larkd  St..  Snitn  250      appeal  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALR  DOARD 

frin'jisco.  CA  f;  u02 

'foM,-^!'^^''^^  OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  BAN  FRANCISCO 

■10  FLh:  $  54.60 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 
I  A  J3/^ 

\k)(Pf^  ^      (jl)\Nr-|A\  Appeal  Number ^  ^>tSl^f  

Appellant 

Th«  undersignetS  appeKant  tiereby  «pp«?.ils  to  V.m  Abatj^nt^nt^App^^als - 
Board,  pursuant  to  Section  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  11, 
Chapter   I,   of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Corle,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  tlierewitli: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at    ^'^'^H  "  I^^V.  

   ^Gan  Francisco.     They  contain  » 

2\        dwelling  units  and  ^  grooming  units- 

(2)  (State  \n  ordinary  and  concise  language  tlie  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,   together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 


(3)   (fef.ate  the  relief  you  heed  and  reason-?  wliy  you  claim  the 

appealed  action  should  'ne  modified  or  r^-/^rssd  by  this  board) 


\,0  ^VK.^  ^  ^^^^ 


(Attach  an  additional   sheet   if  riecessary) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner /agent,    (state  which)  of  the 
premises  described  in  Paragrapfi  (2)  above  _  

(5)  The  official  address  Qf\  ^''^  undersigned  Isi 

 Ij2£l^jMlk«t^^   ^  ■  


Tfelephone  Number  z^jb^l-rY)^!  ^2 


pafeeds_.^^^_^L_-_r  1^13- 

ni^  Anneal  with  the  Abatement^eal  sQ^rd  ^^HB) ,     Room  260 


File  Appeal  with  the  Abatemen  „  \  a.       ,  «»4io7 

Fox  PlaU  Bldg.  1390  Market  BtrWt,  S.-iVDt  anc  isco,  CA  94102 
Telephone  Numbers    (415)  554-8742. 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


ff:e  of  the  secretary 

RtPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


plellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

LRJ  Corporation  

1715  Broadway,  #1 

San  Francisco,  CA  94109 


Date:  November  4,  1992 
Nature  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Ordar 
X"|      Franchise  Tax  Beard  Notici 


\      \      Superintendent's  Complain; 
Waived  Hearing 


□ 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  1715  Broadway 
BLOCK       0576  LOT  025 


APPEAL  NO.       3314      S-NC-DEQ  PI 
INSPECTOR     Derrill  Langer  

3ar  Appellant: 

:is  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,   filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

Sept.  9.  1992  .  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on  November  25,  1992  

i  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

I  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
DBartmenc  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
dcuments  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
ec.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 
Vu  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  vith  your  witnesses,  if  any.  and  to  have  with 
yu  counsel  of  your  choice, 

Very_  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant, 
cc:     Andy  Forrest 

650  -  5th  St.,  Suite  501 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 
CD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

A15)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


n!^vt'^''fV^''*rm       ^^^^^^         """"^  ABATEMENT  fW^nnWy  nOnRD 

lifim'-T^     60        "^"^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  rnuNTY  or  nnn  FRANrnsco 


FRANCHISE  TAX  DOARU 


W^^*^    /^0/^/^£Sr   Appeal   Number  ^  ^ 


Appffl loht 

The  untSeroigned  appeUnnt  liprnby  opp^alR  to  tl^e  Abafcf^mRfit  Appeal© 
Poard,   pursunnt  to  Seek  ion  20:i  Ci)  of  t:hf?  ruiildlng  Cods^  Part  II, 
Chapter         of  trie  San  Francisco  Muriicip.il   Code,   and  mfikes  the 
following  alleyaVione  in  connection  thf?rewtth! 

(U  The  affected  premises  oro  locf»tf?d  Il P^^M.^'^^f  

 Ban  Frflncisco*     Ih*?y  cont^irt 

^        dwell  inu  units  and  O  rooming  units. 

(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  conclsp  lannu«gf»  the  ^ipecifia  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,   together  witli  any  material  factg 
relating  t?iereto)  . 

(3)  <6tat»  the  relief  you  heeiJ  and  r^  why  you  claim  the 
appealed  action  ehouiil  he  modifipcl  or  rpvRr«ed  by  this  board) 

(Attnch  an  additional  ©fimrt   if  iir'v.n^^Piry} 


(4)   The  undersigned   is  tlit?  owner(^gent7)  (?;t nitn  whlcli)   of  the 
premises  described  ifi  Paraar^i  <2)  above 


(5)  The  official  address  of  l!>e  undersigned  Isi 


Telephone  Numbet-   ^4^'  1^1  J 


Dat»dt, 
Slgnrtture  of  Appellant 


File  Appeal  with  the  Abotement  Appeals  Do^ird   (AAD),     Room  2G0 
'  Fox  Plaza  Oldg-    1390  Marltefc  Btreet^     5nn  Frflncisco,   CA  9*1102 
Telephone  Number e   (115)  554*'0742. 


® 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


jfFlCE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

■ROPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEAJIING 


\ppellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Amorosl  Gaetano  

254  Hartford  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA 94114  


Date:  November  A,  1992 
Nacure  of  Appeal: 


j      Director's  Order 
ITI      Franchise  Ta>:  Board  Notici 


I      I      Superintendent's  Complain; 
Waived  Hearing 

[      I  Other   


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  252-256  Hartford  St, 
BLOCK      3602  LOT  046 


APPE.'O.  NO.  3315 


S-NC-DEQ  PI 


INSPECTOR     Derrlll  Langer  

Dear  Appellant: 

This  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  vith  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
Sept.  10,  1992,  vill  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on  November  25,  1992 


in  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 
If  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  thti 
Department  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  450  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
documents  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
etc.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

You  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
you  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours. 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant 
cc:    Mark  Brand 

143  Eureka  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94114 

PCD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(A15)   558-6168         A50  McAllister  Street,   Room  301,   Sun  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


APPtAL  FILING 
nic  appeal  Willi 
nment  Appeals  Guard  (AAB) 

.90  f/arket  St.,  Suilfi  250      appeal  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  nPPEnLB  BOARD 
;)n  Frr,nciscp.  OA  Wi02 
lei.  fJo.  !55^1-«/^2  j^^^  ^y^y  COUNTY  OF  BAN  TRANCISCO 


FILING- FEF:  $54.60 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 


Mark  Brand   Appeal  Number, 

Appel lant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,   pursuant  to  Section  203  U)  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II, 
Chapter    I,   of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith: 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at    252-256  Hartford  Street  


 ^5an  Francisco-     They  contain 

3  dwelling  units  and  ^   grooming  units, 

(2)    (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  tlie  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,   togetlier  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 

Seeking  relief  from  referral  of  Notice  of  Noncompliance  (92-016B)  to 
Franchise  Tax  Board. 


(3)  (fetate  the  relief  you  heeii  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 
appealed  action  should  be  modified  or  reversed  by  this  poard) 

We  need, an  additional  120  days  to  take  care  of  this.    We  have  been  working 
on  this  violation  for  over  a  year  now.     I  was  hired  as  architect  on  June  3, 
1991.    We  applied  for  a  Building  Permit  (BPA/^9ri3666)  on  August  1,  1991,  and 
had  a  hearing  for  a  Variance  (#91.626EV)  on  January  29,  1992.  Augustine 
Fallay  of  the  Planning  Department  has  written  the  approval  letter  but 
final  approval  has  been  held  up  pending  attachment  of  conditions  by  Barry 
.Pearl.  • 

(Attach  an  additional   sheet   if  necessary) 

(4)  Th*^  undersigned   is  the  owner/agent,    (state  which)  of  the 
premises  described  in  Paragraph   (2)  above — agent,,  _  

(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  Isi 

143  Eureka  Street   .    ~  ■ 

'^^^TFaricisco,  CA  94114   

Tt?leph^"»  Niimhpr  ;__U15)  626-9285  _  — ^  

p.,4.oH»     Sept.  9-   ,19 

t 

Signature  of  Appellant 


File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  ^^^J  ^GO 
Fox  Plaza  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone  Numbers    (415)  554-8742. 


S3 


.    CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

PROPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


Appellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 

Altamlrano  Enrique  &  Amalla 

3061  -  25th  Avenue 
San  Francisco.  OA  94132 


Dace:  November  4,  1992 
Nature  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Ordar 


I  X  I      Franchise  Tax  Board  Noticf 

I      \      Superintendent's  Complain 
Waived  Hearing 


C2 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS_ 
BLOCK  3570  


177  Capp  St. 


LOT  042 


APPEAL  NO.  3317  S-NC-DEQ 
INSPECTOR     Derrill  Langer 


DA 


Dear  Appellant: 

This  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  uith  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
Sept.  22.  1992.  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on  November  25,  1992 


in  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 
If  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
documents  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
etc.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

You  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
you  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very^  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant. 


PCD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(A15)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301.  San  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


Arim  FILING 
nio  appeal  willi 
?f5ment  Appeals  Ooard  (AAB) 

rVni^-o^'cAfVof      f^^^^f^^  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALH  BOARD 
FILIN(!^F^^y^54  60  ^^^^  ^^^^  COUNTY  OF  fiAN  FRANCISCO 

FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 

/^A//^/^r/jE    /f27JM//?AA/0  Appeal  Number  ^^J^^IZ  

Appel lant 

The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,  pursuant  to  Section  203  <i)  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II, 
Chapter   I,  of  the  Ban  Francisco  Municipal  Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith! 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at 


 ^San  Francisco.     They  contain 

dwelling  units  and  grooming  units. 

(2>    (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  langui^ge  tlie  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto)  / 


(3)    (fef;ate  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 

appealed  action  should  he  modified  or  reversed  by  this  board) 


(Attach  an  additional  sheet   if  necessary) 

<4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,    (state  which)  of  the 
premises  described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above  


(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  I ss 


Telephone  Number:  ^  Y  ^ 


Signature  of 'nppellanfr:^  ^  

File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260 

Fox  Plaza  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone  Number i    (415)  554-8742. 


RECEIVED 

BUREAU  OF  PUILDING  INSPECTION 

SEP  2  5  1992 
CODE  enforcf:mf.nt  div. 


Cirr  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS      BOA  R  D 


CFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

JIOPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


ppellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address 
Elena  Rivera 


Date:  November  A,  1992 
Nature  of  Appeal: 


718  Brazil  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  CA  94112 


\      I     Director's  Order 

\  X  I      Franchise  Tax  Board  Notice? 

I      \      Superintendent's  Complaint 
Waived  Hearing 


ler 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS     718  Brazil  Av. 


BLOCK 


6076 


LOT 


044 


APPEAL  NO. 


3318 


S-NC-DEQ  DC 


INSPECTOR     Derrill  Langer  

ear  Appellant: 

this  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
Sept.  28,  1992  ,  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on  November  25,  1992 


n  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 
:f  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
)epartment  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
locuments  and  information  Chat  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
itc.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

•ou  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
i'ou  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*0riginal  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant. 


PCD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(^15)  558-6168        A50  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


J^^^S^n£?t^.S^  -  APPEAL  TO  THE  ABATEMENT  APPEALR  BOARD 
FMg'fePP^A  6  CITY.;  and;  county  of  51AN  FRANCISCO 

■  BOARD        ,  ", 


Appeal  Number. 


Appellant 

k^^^^hefunder  eigne 


 ^         ..     l^t^hereby^appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 

Board,  riursuah<:?to  Sect  ion  203  (i)  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II, 
,  ^^Chapter   I,  of ^the  San  Francisco  Munic ipal  Code,  and  makes  the  , 
:l3ilfolloWing  allegations  in  connection  therewith! 


11$  6mil 


ter^ifi.(l)f!The  affected  premises  are  located  at 

^       '  W'  S  San  Francisco.     They  contain 


'J. 


^        dwel 1 inq  un  i  t  g  and 


rooming  units. 


v>;(2)'^  estate  in -^ordinary  ^and^c  language  the  specific  nature 

o  from,  together  with  any  material  facts 


relating  thereto) 


ng  rnerecoi  / 


^  ^  t(3)  icfe<^atB  the trel  ief  yoij  heed  and  reas^^    why  you  claim  the 

^;!;^!^<jppeai^d4-act-icn-Bhoul  d^bc^~m 


(Attach  an  additional  sheet  if  necessary) 


(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owner/agent,  (state  which)  of  the 


premises^described  in  Paragraph  (2)  above 


(5)'  The  of  ficial^  address  of  the  undersigned  Isj 
"#fS|P'Tel  cphoncKt  Number 


,  hone.  Number  i  ^J^^U^X, 


l^lsignature  of  iAppellanV.,;  ^.  ^-^//X^A  ^ — "  .  '    '  .  \.  -'BK 

'KTle^ppea^r^  Board  (AAB),     Room  7fcSy'-'-'^-mAPA'A'-^^i^ 


Fox'Plaza  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone  Number  I    (413)  354-8742. 


CITY  AND  COUNFf  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS 


BOARD 


PFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

ROPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


.ppellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

 Scher  Arnold  &  Lynn  

170  Garcia  Avenue 

San  Francisco,  OA  9A127 


Date:  November  4,  1992 
Nature  of  Appeal: 


Director's  Order 
X  I      Franchise  Tax  Board  No:ic£= 


\      \      Superintendent's  Complain 
Waived  Hearing 


□ 


Other 


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  833  Corbett  Street 
BLOCK       2778  LOT  034 

S-NC-DEQ  PI 


APPEAL  NO.  3319 
INSPECTOR     Derrill  Langer 


Dear  Appellant: 

This  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 
Sept.  29,  199^  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on  November  25,  1992 


in  Room  282,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

If  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Works,  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
documents  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
etc.     Failure  to  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 

You  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
you  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant^  /? 
cc:    Andy  Forrest 

650    5th  Street,  #501 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107 

PCD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(A15)  558-6168        450  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


I   APPEAL  FILING 
nio  appeal  willi 
ilment  Appeals  Dyard  (AABJ 

Sri  I  rr.ri'.lsro.  n.a  ji.i  162      ^PF'E^L  TO  THE  OBATRMFNT  nrprni  n  nnnRD 
Tel.  No.  .'i!3-:|-}J7<2 

RING  m.:  %  '^^^  COUNTY  or  RON  TRnNCISCO 

FRANCHISE  TAX  RDARU 

L  nM..^M^^   Appeal  Number  /  / 


Appe 


The  undersigned  appellant  hereby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  Appeals 
Board,   pursuant  to  Section  203  (i)  of  thf?  Building  Code,  Part  II, 
Chapter   I,   of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal   Code,   and  makes  the 
following  allegations  in  connection  therewith! 

(1)  The  affected  premises  are  located  at  Co^^^'I^T'  Sr; 

 ^San  Francisco.     They  contain 

 ^      dwelling  units  and   0        rooming  units- 


(2)  (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  tlie  specific  nature 
of  the  action  appealed  from,   together  with  any  material  facts 
relating  thereto) 

r/^oce^  u/V/^  ^Ar'i^Q^  -r/j6  co^g:  issues,  m        /^w^/f/Al^  ]s?i;/Wcgr 

(3)  C&tate  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 
ajjpealed  action  should  he  modified  or  rr?ver5ed  by-thls  bc.ar«i) 

(Attach  an  additional  shent   if  necessary) 

(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  owneK^agent)    (state  which)  of  the 
premises  described  In  Paragra^f~T2)  above  . 


(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  isi 


Telephone  Number  1  ^-^6  » loTj 


pateds  

Signature  of  Appellant 


I 


File  Appeal  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  (AAB),  Room  260 
Fox  Plaza  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  Ban  Francisco,  CA  91102 
Telephone  Number i   CIlS)  554-8742. 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SaN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT      APPEALS  BOARD 


JFFICE  OP  THE  SKRETARY 

ROPERTY  CONSERVATION 


NOTICE  OF  AAB/FTB  HEARING 


fippellanc's  Name  &  Mailing  Address: 

Mar  Steven  Y 

2080  Mountain  Bl.,  #202 


Date:  November  A,  1992 
Nature  of  Appeal: 

f     I     Director's  Order 


Oakland,  OA      94611  pr"|      Franchise  Tax  Board  NoticJ 

\      \      Superintendent's  Complain; 
Waived  Hearing 

[      I     Other  ^  


PROPERTY  ADDRESS  1565  Jackson  St. 
BLOCK      0597  LOT 


APPEAL  NO.  3320  S-NC-DEQ  DC 

INSPECTOR     Derrlll  Langer 

Dear  Appellant: 

This  is  to  serve  notice  that  your  appeal,  filed  with  the  Abatement  Appeals  Board  on 

Oct.  2.  1992    .  will  be  heard  by  the  Board  at  1:30  p.m.  on  November  25,  l^^Z  

in  Room  2S2,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

If  further  information  is  desired,  please  inquire  at  the  Abatement  Division  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Works.  Room  301,  A50  McAllister  Street.     Please  bring  any 
documents  and  information  that  may  support  your  appeal  such  as  contracts,  permits, 
etc.    Failure  Co  be  represented  will  constitute  an  automatic  denial. 
You  are  entitled  to  appear  personally  with  your  witnesses,  if  any,  and  to  have  with 
you  counsel  of  your  choice. 

Very  truly  yours. 


Peter  Bums,  Acting  Secretary 
Abatement  Appeals  Board 


*Original  Notice  of  Hearing  was  sent  to  Appellant^^^-^ 
PCD  215  (Rev.  9/87) 

(A15)  558-6168        A50  McAllister  Street,  Room  301,  Sun  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


I 

APPEAL  FILING 
■  nio  appeal  with  V  V 

3rent  Appeals  Duard  (AAB)  ;  ^ 

9  MarH  SL^SijitR  250      appeal  TO  THE  ABnTEMENT  nrPEnLG  BOARD 

)i Francisco.  CA  Wi02      T^^i"  ^  v 

^tr?hc^V^^^'.n    OF  THE  CITY  AMD  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANCHISE  TAX  BOARD 

Steven  >-  Wancj  Mar 


Appeal  Number. 


The  undersigned  appellant  hf?reby  appeals  to  the  Abatement  ^PP^als 
Board,  pursuant  to  Section  203  (1)  of  the  Building  Code,  Part  II, 
Chapter   I,  of  the  San  Francisco  Municip;^!  Code,  and  makes  the 
•following  allegations  in  connection  therewiths 


( 1 )  the  a f  f ec t ed  pr em i ses  ar e  1  oc at ed  at  1^6'^  Jaci<-3on  at,  

]  .  '    ■    ■    ■  ■  •      ■      ■        '        San  Francisco.     They  contain 

1^      dwelling  units  and  Q  r oom i ng  un i t s - 


.* 

C2>   (State  in  ordinary  and  concise  language  the  specific  nature 
■=^!?;:^of  the  action  appealed  from,  together  with  any  material  facts  ^^  ^^^^^^^ 

'{■■•^?!5?|?rel at  ing;: thereto)  ;  .     '-'^       ■  .  '  •  '      V'f''^:"-' ; 

!5>1^,500  for  new  roof.     (!1>10,500  still  outatandipg) 

'  We  have'^spent  $ll|-,300'"to  flandypersons  inc.  to  meet  code.  '($7^200 

'  outstanding)  ■,v:^.:^^;;>■:f:^'•. 


(3)f(fefcate  the  relief  you  heed  and  reasons  why  you  claim  the 
.act  ion^ shoui d  lbeL_mod  1  fJLed  or  r ever sed^by_J:h is.  r 


'3  montlis  -  time  for  final  inspection. 


(Attnch'^an  iadditional  Bhof^t  if  necesaory? 


(4)  The  undersigned  is  the  oirfiifiici/agent,   (state  which);  of  the 
premises  described  in  PaFSiraph  (2)  above  —  


(5)  The  official  address  of  the  undersigned  isi 

■  ^^^^  Mountain  Hlv.,  Oakland  9h.bll 


Tfel ephone  Number i 


patedi 


Blgnature  of^Appollant.^  — 


IfPila  Appeal  viit^^^  Bo^*-^  (AAB),     ^^^om  260 

Fox  Plaza  Bldg.  1390  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  9«110Z 
Telephone  Numbifri    (415)  SS4-8742. 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
ABATEMENT  APPEALS  BOARD  AND 
FRANCHISE  TAX  HEARESFGS 

December  1992 


There  was  no  hearing  in  December  1992. 


